4-6-81 

Vol.  46  No.  65 
Pages  20533-20666 


Monday 
April  6,  1981 


Highlights 


Briefings  on  How  To  Use  the  Federal  Register— for 

details  on  briefings  in  Norfolk,  Va.,  see  announcement 
in  the  Reader  Aids  section  at  the  end  of  this  issue. 


20603  Health  Grants  HHS/PHS  makes  changes  to  the 
Public  Health  Service  Policy  with  respect  to 
financial  assistance  awards  to  For-Profit 
Organizations 

20558  Federal  Reserve  System  Depository  Institutions 
Deregulation  Committee  proposes  rule  to  deregulate 
deposit  rate  ceilings.  This  action  is  intended  as  a 
step  in  accomplishing  the  Committee’s  objective  of 
an  orderly  phase-out  and  ultimate  elimination  of 
deposit  interest  rate  ceilings 

20654  Commercial  Airliners-Certification  of  "New 

Generation”  President’s  Task  Force  on  Aircraft 
Crew  Complement  solicits  comments  and 
announces  hearing 

20606  Public  Lands  Interior/BLM  issues  notice 

amending  the  Interim  Management  Policy  and 
Guidelines  for  Lands  under  Wilderness  Review 
(IMP) 


CONTINUED  INSIDE 
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Highlights 


20563  Air  Carriers  CAB  proposes  to  eliminate  the 
registration  and  reporting  requirements  for  air 
freight  forwarders  and  cooperative  shippers 
associations.  It  is  further  proposed  to  merge  these 
two  categories  into  one  category  under  indirect 
cargo  air  carriers 

20567  Procurement— -Construction  Grant  Program  EPA 

proposes  revision  of  procurement  regulations  to 
implement  OMB  Circular  A-102,  Attachment  O 

20556  Transportation  of  Liquids  by  Pipeline  DOT/ 

RSPA  further  defers  effective  date  of  final  rule.  This 
rule  requires  weekly  monitoring  of  the  water 
content  of  anhydrous  ammonia  transported  by 
interstate  pipelines 

20605  Western  Interior  Coal  Production  Region 

Interior/BLM  announces  hearing  and  solicits 
comments  concerning  Federal  coal  production  goals 

20566  Copyright  Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal  proposes  to 
amend  its  rules  concerning  copyright  owner  access 
to  phonorecord  players  and  certain  establishments 

20560  Regulatory  Agenda  NASA 

20539  Privacy  Act  Documents  Justice 

20659  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 

20662  Part'll,  DOT/RSPA 
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20586 

20538 
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20536 
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Census  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Population  censuses,  special;  1980  voting  age 
population  estimates 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Cargo  indirect  air  carriers;  air  freight  forwarders 

and  cooperative  shippers  associations,  merger; 

elimination  of  registration  and  reporting 

requirements 

NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Compagnie  Nationale  Air  France;  Washington- 
Paris  supersonic  fare 
Sarasota-Bradenton  environmental  study 

Coast  Guard 

RULES 

Great  Lakes  pilotage: 

Rates  and  services;  inclusion  of  travel  expenses 
in  cancellation  charges,  etc.;  correction 
Safety  zones: 

Arthur  Kill,  N.Y. 

NOTICES 
Boating  safety: 

Outboard  boats,  persons  capacity  requirement 
exemption;  safe  loading  standard 

Commerce  Department 

See  Census  Bureau;  International  Trade 
Administration;  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration. 

Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Phonorecord  players  (jukeboxes): 

Copyright  owner  access;  elimination  of  location 
listing  requirement 

NOTICES 

Cable  royalty  fees;  distribution  determination; 
secondary  transmissions  (1979) 

Customs  Service 

RULES 

Organization  and  functions;  field  organization; 
ports  of  entry: 

Sandusky,  Ohio 

Preclearance  facilities  for  U.S.  bound  passengers: 
Canada 

Vessels  in  foreign  and  domestic  trades: 

United  Arab  Emirates;  discriminating  duties  of 
tonnage  and  impost;  exemption 

NOTICES 

Customhouse  broker  license  cancellation, 
suspension,  etc.: 

Barnhart,  James  A. 

Defense  Department 

See  Defense  Logistics  Agency. 


Defense  Logistics  Agency 

RULES 

20541  Freedom  of  Information  Act;  implementation 

Depository  Institutions  Deregulation  Committee 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Interest  on  deposits: 

20558  Rate  ceilings,  deregulation 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

20587  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co. 

20588  Nielson  Enterprises,  Inc. 

20589  Superior  Oil  Co. 

Natural  gas  exportation  and  importation  petitions: 
20587  Border  Gas,  Inc. 

Remedial  orders: 

20589  R.  L.  Burns  Corp. 

Energy  Department 

See  Economic  Regulatory  Administration;  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

20551  New  Jersey 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  delayed 
compliance  orders,  etc.: 

20573  California 

Grants,  State  and  local  assistance: 

20567  Treatment  works  construction;  procurement 

system  requirements;  implementation  of  OMB 
•  Circular  A-102,  Attachment  O;  advance  notice 
Toxic  substances: 

20574  Premanufacture  notification  requirements  and 
review  procedures;  economic  impact  and  draft 
regulatory  analyses;  meeting 

NOTICES  - 

Pesticides;  emergency  exemption  applications: 
20601  Machete  and  propanil 

20600  Methyl  bromide 

20600  Toxaphene 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
RULES 

Airworthiness  directives: 

20533  Cessna 

20534  Hughes 

20535  Lockheed 
PROPOSED  RULES 

20561  Transition  areas 

20562  VOR  Federal  airways  (2  documents) 

NOTICES 

Aircraft  certification  status,  etc.: 

20651  Piper 

20651  Exemption  petitions;  summary  and  disposition 
Meetings: 

20653  Aeronautics  Radio  Technical  Commission 
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Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

20590  Boston  Edison  Co. 

20590  Cambridge  Electric  Light  Co 

20590  Central  Maine  Power  Co. 

20590  Commonwealth  Electric  Co. 

20591  Conowingo  Power  Co. 

20591  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp.  et  al. 

20592  Consolidated  Hydroelectric,  Inc. 

20593  Consumer  Power  Co.  (2  documents) 

20593  Dallas  Power  &  Light  Co. 

20594  Dayton  Power  &  Light  Co.  {3  documents) 

20594  Delmarva  Power  &  Light  Co. 

20594  Dry  Gulch  Ditch  Co. 

20595  Florida  Power  &  Light  Co. 

20596  Green  Mountain  Power  Corp. 

20596  Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Co. 

20596,  Kansas  Gas  &  Electric  Co.  (4  documents) 

20597 

20597  Lake  Superior  District  Power  Co. 

20598  Metropolitan  Edison  Co. 

20598  Portland  General  Electric  Co. 

20598  Public  Service  Co.  of  New  Hampshire 

20599  Southern  California  Edison  Co. 

20599  Southern  Indiana  Gas  &-  Electric  Co. 

20599  UGI  Corp.  et  al. 

20600  Wisconsin  Power  &  Light  Co. 

General  Services  Administration 

NOTICES 

Property  transfer;  wildlife  conservation: 

20602  Portion.  Governor  Bridge  Globecom  Annex,  Anne 
Arundel  County,  Md. 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  Public  Health  Service. 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department 
NOTICES 

Authority  delegations: 

20604  New  Orleans  Area  Office:  Acting  Area  Manager: 
order  of  succession 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
RULES 

Transportation  line  contracts: 

20533  Western  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

Interior  Department 

See  Land  Management  Bureau:  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service. 

International  Trade  Administration 
NOTICES 

Scientific  articles,  duty  free  entry: 

20582  Dartmouth  College 

20582  Kansas  State  University 

20585  National  Bureau  of  Standards  (2  documents) 

20586  National  Center  for  Toxicological  Research 

20580  University  of  California 

20580  University  of  Chicago  et  al. 

20582,  University  of  Michigan  (2  documents) 

20583 

20583  University  of  Minnesota  et  al. 


Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

NOTICES 

20608  Long  and  short  haul  applications  for  relief 
Motor  carriers: 

20608  Agricultural  cooperative  transportation:  filing 

notices 

20608-  Finance  applications  (3  documents) 

20612 

20613,  Permanent  authority  applications  [3  documents) 

20627 

20613  Permanent  authority  applications:  correction 

20619  Permanent  authority  applications:  restriction 

removals 

20629  Temporary  authority  applications 

Railroad  services  abandonment: 

20643  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Co. 

Justice  Department 

See  also  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service, 

RULES 

20539  Privacy  Act;  implementation 

NOTICES 

Pollution  control:  consent  judgments: 

20643  Ottertail  Powrer  Co. 

Land  Management  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Alaska  native  claims  selection;  applications,  etc.: 

20604  Pedro  Bay  Corp:  correction 
Coal  management  program: 

20605  Western  Interior  Coal  Production  Region:  coal 

production  goals:  hearing  and  inquiry 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

20605  Big  Desert  Planning  Unit,  Idaho  Falls  District, 
Idaho;  grazing  management  program 

20606  Cal-Neva  Planning  Unit,  Eagle  Lake  Resource 
Area,  Susanville  District,  Calif.:  grazing 
management  program 

20606  Schell  Resource  Area,  Ely  District,  Nev.;  grazing 

management  program 

Wilderness  areas:  characteristics,  inventories,  etc.: 

20606  Idaho 

20607  Wilderness  review  of  public  lands:  interim 
management  policy  and  guidelines;  mineral  leases 
amendment 

Legal  Services  Corporation 

NOTICES 

20644  Grants  and  contracts;  applications 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 
PROPOSED  RULES 
20560  Regulatory  agenda 

National  Credit  Union  Administration 

NOTICES 

20659  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards: 

20575  Controls  and  displays:  telltales,  rulemaking 
petition  granted 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

RULES 

Marine  mammals: 

20557  Reindeer  and  fox  hunting  on  Probilof  Islands, 
Alaska;  removed 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  65  /  Monday,  April  6,  1981  /  Contents 


NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council 
Procurement: 

Commercial  or  industrial  activities  and  service 


International  Radio  Consultative  Committee 
International  Telegraph  and  Telephone 
Consultative  Committee 

Shipping  Coordinating  Committee  (3  documents) 


contracts;  intent  to  remove  UNIVAC  1108 
computer  system  maintenance  contract 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

20644  Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Co. 

20659  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

President’s  Task  Force  on  Aircraft  Crew 
Complement 

NOTICES 

20645  Commercial  airliners,  certification;  hearing  and 
inquiry 

Public  Health  Service 
NOTICES 

Grants;  availability,  etc.: 

20603  For-profit  organizations,  financial  assistance 
awards;  policy  on  eligibility  requirements 

Medical  technology  scientific  evaluations: 

20604  Hyperbaric  oxygen  therapy  for  treatment  of 
acute  cerebral  edema 

Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration, 
Transportation  Department 

RULES 

Pipeline  safety: 

20556  Anhydrous  ammonia  transportation;  addition  of 

water  to  pipelines;  deferral  of  effective  date 

NOTICES 

Hazardous  materials: 

20653,  Applications;  exemptions,  renewals,  etc.  (2 

20655  documents) 

Hazardous  materials  inconsistency  ruling: 

20662  Ritter  Transportation,  Inc.,  et  al.;  transportation 

of  compressed  gas  through  New  York  City; 
inquiry 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

20645  Advanced  Patent  Technology,  Inc. 

20659  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Self-regulatory  organizations;  unlisted  trading 
privileges: 

20645  Boston  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

20645  Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

20645  Pacific  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

Small  Business  Administration 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

20647  Grocers  Capital  Co.,  Inc. 

20647  International  Paper  Capital  Formation,  Inc. 

20648  Webster  Capital  Corp. 

State  Department 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

20648  International  Intellectual  Property  Advisory 
Committee 

20649  International  Investment,  Technology,  and 
Development  Advisory  Committee 


Transportation  Department 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation  Administration; 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration; 
Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration, 
Transportation  Department. 

Treasury  Department 

See  also  Customs  Service. 

NOTICES 

Boycotts,  international: 

20658  Countries  requiring  cooperation;  list 

Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 
NOTICES 

Contract  negotiations: 

20607  Pacific  Northwest  Region;  interim  water  service 
contracts 

20608  Upper  Missouri  Region;  interim  water  service 
contracts 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

20586  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council, 
Wildwood  Crest,  N.J.  (open)  5-13-81 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
20574  Premanufacture  notification  requirements  and 

review  procedures,  proposed  economic  impact  and 
draft  regulatory  analyses.  Arlington,  Va.  (open) 
4-8-81 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

20648  Advisory  Committee  on  International  Intellectual 
Property,  Washington,  D.C.  (open)  4-21-81 

20649  Advisory  Committee  on  International  Investment, 
Technology  and  Development,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open)  4-28-81 

20649  International  Radio  Consultative  Committee.  Study 
Group  2  of  the  U.S.  Organization,  Washington.  D  C. 
(open)  4-24-81 

20649  International  Telegraph  and  Telephone 
Consultative  Committee,  Study  Group  C  of  the  U.S. 
organization.  Washington,  D.C.  (open)  4-23-81 

20649,  Shipping  Coordinating  Committee,  Subcommittee 

20650  on  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea,  Washington,  D.C.  (open) 
4-16  and  4-22-81  (3  documents) 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 

20653  Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Aeronautics, 
Washington.  D.C.  (open),  4-28  and  4-29-81 

HEARINGS 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

20605  Big  Desert  Crazing  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement,  Idaho  Fall,  Idaho,  5-5-81 
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CFR  PARTS  AFFECTED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


A  cumulative  list  of  the  parts  affected  this  month  can  be  found  in 
the  Reader  Aids  section  at  the  end  of  this  issue. 
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238 . 20533 

12  CFR 

Proposed  Rules; 

1204 . 20558 

14  CFR 

39  (3  documents)...20533- 


20535 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  V . 20560 

71  (3  documents) . 20561, 

20562 

296 . 20563 

385 . 20563 

19  CFR 

4 . 20536 

101  (2  documents) . 20538 

28  CFR 

16 . 20539 

32  CFR 

1285 . 20541 

33  CFR 

165 .  20551 
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Proposed  Rules: 

303 .  20566 
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52 . 20551 
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33 .  20567 

35 . 20567 
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720 . 20574 

46  CFR 

401 . 20556 
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195 . 20556 

Proposed  Rules: 

571 . 20575 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Federal  Register 
Vol.  46,  No.  65 
Monday,  April  6,  1981 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service 

8  CFR  Part  238 

Contracts  With  Transportation  Lines; 
Deletion  of  Western  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

AGENCY:  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  Justice. 

ACTION:  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  amendment  removes 
Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.  from  the  listing 
of  carriers  who  entered  into  agreements 
with  the  Service  for  the  preinspection  of 
their  passengers  and  crews  at  places 
outside  the  United  States.  Western  Air 
Lines,  Inc.  will  terminate  service  to 
Nassau,  Bahamas  on  April  24, 1981  and 
has  requested  cancellation  of  the 
preinspection  agreement.  By  mutual 
assent,  the  agreement  has  been 
cancelled. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  24,  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Stanley  J.  Kieszkiel,  Acting  Instructions 
Officer,  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  425  I  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20536,  Telephone:  (202)  63-3049. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
order  constitutes  a  notice  to  the  public 
and  is  not  a  rule  within  the  definition  of 
section  1(a)  of  E.0. 12291. 

Accordingly,  8  CFR  Part  238  is 
amended  by  removing  “Western  Air 
Lines,  Inc.”  from  the  list  of  carriers  in 
§  238.4. 

(Secs.  103  and  238;  8  U.S.C.  1103  and  1228) 
Dated:  March  26, 1981. 

David  Crosland, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10270  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4410-10-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

(Docket  No.  81-CE-5-AD;  Arndt.  39-4078] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Cessna 
Models  335,  340  and  340A  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule,  superseding  existing 
airworthiness  directive  (AD). 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  supersedes 
Airworthiness  Directive  (AD)  80-21-04, 
(Amendment  39-3959)  and  adopts  a  new 
AD  applicable  to  Cessna  Models  335, 

340  and  340A  airplanes.  AD  80-21-04 
required  10-hour  repetitive  inspections 
of  the  elevator  balance  weights  and 
elevator  and  stabilizer  outboard  hinge 
areas  as  an  interim  means  of  insuring 
the  airworthiness  of  the  horizontal  tail. 
This  superseding  AD  incorporates  and 
continues  the  provisions  of  AD  80-21-04 
until  the  improved  horizonal  tail 
assembly  is  installed  per  the  appropriate 
Cessna  Service  Kit.  This  modification  is 
being  required  by  no  later  than 
December  15, 1981,  as  a  permanent 
resolution  of  this  airworthiness  problem. 
This  action  is  necessary  to  preclude  the 
loss  of  elevator  balance  weights,  which 
could  result  in  catastrophic  failure  of  the 
horizontal  tail. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  13, 1981. 
compliance  schedule:  As  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD. 
addresses:  Cessna  Multi-engine 
Customer  Care  Service  Information 
Letters  ME79-44,  Revision  5,  dated 
September  29. 1980,  and  ME81-8,  dated 
March  16, 1981,  and  Cessna  Service  Kit 
Instructions  Numbers  SK  340-24  and  SK 
340-19,  pertaining  to  this  AD.  may  be 
obtained  from  Cessna  Aircraft 
Company,  Marketing  Division, 

Attention:  Customer  Service 
Department,  Wichita,  Kansas  67201; 
Telephone  (316)  685-9111.  Copies  of  the 
Service  Information  Letters  and 
instructions  are  also  contained  in  the 
Rules  Docket,  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel,  Room  1558,  601  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106;  and 
Room  916,  800  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lawrence  S.  Abbott,  Aerospace 
Engineer,  Aircraft  Certification  Program, 


Room  238,  Terminal  Building  2299,  Mid- 
Continent  Airport,  Wichita,  Kansas 
67209;  Telephone  (316)  942-4219. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Amendment  39-3959,  AD  80-21-04, 
applicable  to  Cessna  Models  335,  340 
and  340A  airplanes,  requires  10-hour 
repetitive  inspections  of  the  horizontal 
stabilizer  and  elevators  in  accordance 
with  instructions  in  Cessna  Multi-engine 
Service  Information  Letter  ME79-44, 
Revision  5,  dated  September  29, 1980. 
This  action  was  intended  as  an  interim 
method  only  to  ensure  the  airworthiness 
of  the  horizontal  tail  until  an  adequate 
design  became  available.  Subsequent  to 
the  issuance  of  AD  80-21-04,  the 
manufacturer  has  developed  improved 
horizontal  tail  configurations  (Service 
Kits  SK  340-24-1,  -2,  and  -3,  and  SK 
340-19)  which  are  described  In  Cessna 
Multi-engine  Service  Information  Letter 
ME81-8,  dated  March  16, 1981. 
Installation  of  the  improved  horizontal 
tail  assembly  eliminates  the  need  for  the 
10-hour  repetitive  inspections  required 
by  paragraph  (A)  of  AD  80-21-04.  The 
latter  service  letter  also  revises  the 
serial  number  effectivity  for  Cessna 
Models  335,  340  and  340A  airplanes. 
Accordingly,  the  FAA  is  superseding  AD 
80-21-04  with  a  new  AD,  applicable  to 
certain  Cessna  Models  335,  340  and 
340A  airplanes,  making  installation  of 
the  appropriate  improved  horizontal  tail 
configuration  mandatory. 

This  AD  is  applicable  to 
approximately  1,200  airplanes  located 
throughout  the  world.  The  AD  requires 
replacement  of  the  horizontal  tail  on  all 
of  these  aircraft.  The  estimated  average 
production  rate  to  supply  the  horizontal 
tail  assemblies  is  60  per  week.  In 
addition,  time  is  necessary  for  the 
shipment  of  these  parts,  scheduling  their 
installation  and  actual  fitting  of  the  new 
horizontal  tail.  Based  on  the  best 
information  available  at  this  time,  the 
FAA  estimates  that  a  total  of  8  months 
will  be  required  to  accomplish  the 
modification.  This  then  results  in  the 
completion  date  reflected  in  the  AD. 
Instructions  provided  with  the 
modification  kits  which  are  made 
mandatory  by  this  AD,  require 
destruction  of  the  old  horizontal  tail. 

This  regulation  is  in  part  relieving  in 
nature.  In  addition,  the  FAA  has 
determined  that  there  is  an  immediate 
need  for  this  regulation  to  assure  safe 
operation  of  the  affected  airplanes. 
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Therefore,  notice  and  public  procedure 
under  5  U.S.C.  553(b)  is  impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  thirty 
(30  days  after  the  date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive. 

Cessna:  Applies  to  Model  335  (S/N  335-0001 
thru  335-0065),  Model  340  (S/N  340-0001 
thru  340-0555)  and  Model  340A  (S/N 
340A0001  thru  340A1252)  airplanes 
certificated  in  all  categories. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  ensure  the  integrity  of  the  elevator 
balance  weight  support  structure  and 
specified  components  of  the  horizontal 
stabilizer,  accomplish  the  following: 

(A)  Prior  to  further  flight  and  at  each  10 
hours  time-in-service  interval  thereafter, 
accomplish  the  following  in  accordance  with 
Cessna  Multi-engine  Customer  Care  Service 
Information  Letter  ME79-44,  Revision  5, 
dated  September  29, 1980: 

1.  On  all  airplanes,  remove  the  elevator  tip 
covers  and  visually  inspect  the  elevator 
balance  weights  for  losseness. 

a.  On  all  Models  335  and  340  airplanes  and 
on  Model  340A  (S/Ns  340A0001  thru 
340A1038)  airplanes,  visually  inspect  the  P/N 
0832250-4,  -33  and  -75  ribs,  and  P/N  0832000- 
61,  -62  gussets  for  cracks  and/or  loose  rivets. 

b.  On  Model  340A  (S/Ns  340A1039  thru 
340A1252)  airplanes,  visually  inspect  the  P/N 
832250-100  and  -33  ribs,  P/N  5334108-2 
channel,  -3  spar  extension  and  -4  gussets  for 
cracks  and/or  loose  rivets. 

2.  Visually  inspect  the  horizontal  stabilizer 
outboard  hinge  bracket  assembly  [on  Models 
340  (all  S/Ns)  and  340A  (S/Ns  340A0001 
through  340A1035),  the  P/N  is  5132013-5:  on 
Model  340A  (S/Ns  340A1036  thru  340A1252) 
the  P/N  is  5132013-10;  and  on  Model  335  (all 
S/Ns)  the  P/N  is  5132013-7),  the  outboard 
hinge  bearing,  the  aft  spar,  and  the  tip  ribs  for 
cracks,  loose  rivets,  or  signs  of  chafing. 

3.  Prior  to  further  flight,  replace  any 
defective  parts  found  during  any  inspection 
required  by  this  AD  with  airworthy  parts  of 
the  same  part  number. 

(B)  Within  24  hours  following  any 
inspection  specified  by  paragraph  (A),  the. 
owner/operator  must  submit  a  written  report 
of  any  cracks,  loose  rivets,  or  signs  of  chafing 
discovered  during  any  inspection  required  by 
this  AD  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Aircraft  Certification 
Program,  Room  238,  Terminal  Building  2299, 
Mid-Continent  Airport,  Wichita,  Kansas 
67209.  (Reporting  approved  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Order  OMB  No.  04- 
R0174.) 

(C)  On  or  before  December  15, 1981, 
replace  the  horizontal  tail  in  accordance  with 
Cessna  Service  Kit  Instructions  SK  340-24, 
dated  March  16, 1981,  and  Cessna  Service 


Kits  SK  340-24-1,  -2  or  -3,  and  SK  340-19,  as 
appropriate.  After  installation  of  the 
appropriate  Cessna  Service  Kit(s),  the 
requirements  of  paragraphs  (A)  and  (B)  of 
this  AD  are  no  longer  applicable. 

(D)  Airplanes  may  be  flown  in  accordance 
with  FAR  21.197  to  a  location  w'here  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (C)  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

(E)  Any  equivalent  method  of  compliance 
with  this  AD  must  be  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Aircraft  Certification  Program  Office,  Room 
238,  Terminal  Building  2299,  Mid-Continent 
Airport,  Wichita,  Kansas  67209;  Telephone 
(316)  942-4285. 

This  AD  supersedes  AD  80-21-04, 
Amendment  39-3959. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
April  13, 1981. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C. 
1354(a),  1421  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c)  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  Sec. 
11.89  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Sec.  11.89)) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February  26, 1979). 
This  rule  is  a  final  order  of  the  Administrator 
under  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended.  In  addition,  the  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  this  document  is 
contained  in  the  docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  to  FAA,  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Room  1558,  Central 
Region,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64106.  In  has  been  determined  that 
this  regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation 
under  the  President's  memorandum  of 
January  29, 1981.  The  FAA  has  also 
determined  that  this  regulation  is  an 
emergency  regulation  and  not  a  major  rule 
under  Executive  Order  12291.  It  is 
impracticable  for  the  agency  to  follow  the 
procedures  of  Order  12291  with  respect  to 
this  rule  since  the  rule  must  be  issued 
immediately  in  order  to  ensure  safety. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on  March 
26, 1981. 

John  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10249  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  81-WE-2-AD;  Arndt.  39-40771 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Hughes 
Helicopter  Model  369  Series 
Helicopters 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD) 
which  imposes  an  inspection  schedule 
on  the  overrunning  clutch  assembly  P/N 


369A5350-601  and  -603  and  a  retirement 
life  on  the  P/N  369A5364  sprag 
assembly,  which  it  contains,  used  in  the 
Hughes  Helicopter  Model  369  Series 
Helicopters  equipped  with  any  cargo 
hook.  This  AD  is  needed  to  prevent  an 
overrunning  clutch  assembly  failure 
which  will  result  in  the  loss  of  engine 
power  to  the  main  rotor  resulting  in  a 
hazardous  emergency  landing. 

DATES:  Effective  April  9, 1981. 
Compliance  schedule:  As  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD,  unless  already 
accomplished. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
information  may  be  obtained  from: 
Hughes  Helicopters,  Division  of  Summa 
Corporation,  Centinella  and  Teals 
Streets,  Culver,  City,  California  90230. 

Also,  a  copy  of  the  service 
information  may  be  reviewed  at,  or  a 
copy  obtained  from: 

Rules  Docket  in  Room  916,  FAA,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or 
Rules  Docket  in  Room  6W14,  FAA 
Western  Region,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  Hawthorne,  California 
90261. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  T.  Razzeto,  Executive  Secretary, 
Airworthiness  Directive  Review  Board, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Western  Region,  P.O.  Box  92007,  World 
Way  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90009.  Telephone:  (213)  536- 
6351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 

has  determined  that  the  sprag  assembly 
P/N  369A5364,  within  the  overrunning 
clutch  assembly  P/N  369A5350-601  or 
-603,  may  become  worn  beyond  safe 
limits  when  used  in  sling  load 
operations.  Several  instances  of 
overrunning  clutch  assembly  fatigue 
failures  have  been  reported  to  the  FAA. 
A  contributing  factor  to  these 
overrunning  clutch  assembly  fatigue 
failures  is  wear  of  the  clutch  sprag 
alignment  cage  elements  resulting  in  a 
lowered  torque  capability  and 
subsequent  sudden  failure.  Since  this 
condition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  on 
other  helicopters  of  the  same  type 
design,  an  airworthiness  directive  is 
being  issued  which  requires  an 
inspection  schedule  and  replacement 
time  for  the  sprag  assembly  P/N 
369A5364,  on  all  series  of  Hughes  Model 
369  Helicopters  equipped  with  any  cargo 
hook. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
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amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator,  ^ 
Section  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended,  by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive: 

Hughes  Helicopters:  Applies  to  all  Model  369 
Series  Helicopters,  certified  in  all 
categories,  that  are  equipped  with  any 
cargo  hook. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  an  overrunning  clutch  assembly 
failure  which  will  result  in  the  loss  of  engine 
power  to  the  main  rotor,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Prior  to  accumulation  of  600  hours  total 
time  since  new,  on  overrunning  clutch 
assembly  P/N  369A5350-601  or  -603,  or 
within  50  hours  additional  time  in  service  for 
those  overrunning  clutch  assemblies  which 
have  accumulated  600  or  more  hours  on  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  the  overrunning 
clutch  assembly  must  be  disassembled  and 
the  sprag  assembly  P/N  369A5364  inspected 
in  accordance  with  the  instructions  specified 
in  Hughes  Service  Bulletin  DN-81  dated 
March  13, 1981,  or  HN-164  dated  March  13, 
1981  as  applicable. 

(b)  After  accomplishment  of  (a), 
overrunning  clutch  assemblies  must  undergo 
repetitive  Inspections  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  300  hours  additional  time  in  service 
since  last  such  inspection,  according  to  the 
procedures  of  paragraph  (a). 

(c)  All  sprag  assemblies  P/N  369A5364 
must  be  removed  from  service  and  scrapped 
after  1800  hours  total  time  in  service. 

(d)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  helicopters  to  a  base  for  the 
accomplishment  of  inspections  required  by 
this  AD. 

(e)  Alternative  inspections,  modifications, 
or  other  actions  which  provide  an  equivalent 
level  of  safety  may  be  used  when  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA  Western  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
April  9, 1981. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation  under 
the  President's  memorandum  of  January  29, 
1981,  and  an  emergency  regulation  that  is  not 
major  under  Section  8  of  Executive  Order 
12291.  It  is  impractical  for  the  agency  to 
follow  the  procedures  of  Order  12291  with 
respect  to  this  rule,  since  the  rule  must  be 
issued  immediately  to  correct  an  unsafe 
condition  in  aircraft.  It  has  been  further 
determined  that  this  .document  involves  an 
emergency  regulation  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Practices  and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034; 
February  26, 1979).  If  this  action  is 


subsequently  determined  to  involve  a 
significant  regulation,  a  final  regulatory 
evaluation  or  analysis,  as  appropriate,  will  be 
prepared  and  placed  in  the  regulatory  docket 
(otherwise,  an  evaluation  is  not  required).  A 
copy  of  it,  when  filed,  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  person  identified  above  under 
the  caption  "For  Further  Information 
Contact." 

This  rule  is  a  final  order  of  the 
Administrator  under  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended.  As 
such,  it  is  subject  to  review  only  by  the 
courts  of  appeals  of  the  United  States  of. 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on  March 
23, 1981. 

John  D.  Mattsoy, 

Director,  FAA  Western  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10020  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  COOE  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  81-NW-8-AD;  Arndt  39-4079) 

Airworthiness  Directives;  L-1011 
Series  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  There  has  been  one  report  of 
an  unannunciated  failure  of  the  anti-skid 
system  on  the  Lockheed  Model  L-1011 
series  airplanes.  This  failure  could  result 
in  the  loss  of  anti-skid  systems  which 
could  affect  directional  control  and 
wheel  skid  protection.  In  addition,  if  the 
alternate  brake  system  is  selected, 
braking  may  decrease  for  the  same 
pedal  effort.  To  prevent  these  failures, 
this  amendment  adopts  a  new 
airworthiness  directive  (AD)  which 
requires  check  and/or  inspection  of  the 
brake  supply  valve  function  and 
eventual  modification  of  the  parking 
brake  and  anti-skid  control  circuits  on 
Lockheed  Model  L-1011  series  airplanes. 
DATES:  Effective  date  April  16, 1981. 
Compliance  schedule  as  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD,  unless  already 
accomplished. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
information  may  be  obtained  from: 
Lockheed-Califomia  Company,  P.O.  Box 
551,  Burbank,  California  91520, 
Attention:  Commercial  Support 
Contracts.  This  information  also  may  be 
examined  at  FAA  Northwest  Region, 
9010  East  Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle, 
Washington  98108,  or  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  Hawthorne,  California  90261. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lonnie  F.  Tarver,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Systems  and  Equipment  Branch,  ANW- 


130L,  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Northwest  Region,  P.O.  Box  92007, 

World  Way  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90009,  telephone  (213)  536- 
6364. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
has  been  a  report  of  unannunciated 
failure  of  the  anti-skid  system  on  a 
Lockheed  Model  L-1011  series  airplane 
that  resulted  in  tire  damage  (flat  spots) 
during  heavy  braking.  Dining  the 
subsequent  investigation,  it  was 
determined  that  if  the  parking  brake  No. 

2  circuit  breaker  (DC  Bus  No.  3)  were  to 
trip  open,  it  would  result  in  the  loss  of 
anti-skid  control  without  illuminating 
caution  lights  in  the  flight  station.  If  the 
alternate  brake  system  is  selected,  in 
addition  to  the  loss  of  anti-skid  control, 
the  braking  effect  would  decrease  for 
the  same  brake  pedal  effort.  In  this  case 
both  B  and  C  braking  systems  are 
supplying  braking  pedal  feedback  to  the 
pilot.  Loss  of  anti-skid  control,  without 
indication  to  the  pilot,  along  with  a 
combination  of  short  field  length,  heavy 
aircraft  weight,  or  other  adverse  factors, 
could  result  in  directional  control 
difficulty  and  multiple  tire  failures 
during  heavy  braking. 

An  operator  may  select  either  Service 
Bulletin  093-32-145  or  Service  Bulletin 
093-32-179  as  terminating  action  for  this 
AD.  Accomplishment  of  Service  Bulletin 
093-32-145  will  provide  complete 
electrical  isolation  between  the  two 
parking  brake  circuits  so  that  anti-skid 
control  will  remain  operative  if  either 
associated  parking  circuit  breaker 
opens.  Power  to  the  anti-skid  caution 
light  and  pilot's  control  panel  lights  will 
be  retained.  Service  Bulletin  093-32-179 
provides  for  the  installation  of  a  new 
circuit  breaker  to  provide  light 
indications  independent  of  PARKING 
BRAKE  No.  2  circuit  breaker.  If  the 
parking  brake  switch  relay  should  fail, 
the  OFF  and  ANTI-SKID  Caution  and 
Warning  Panel  (CAWP)  lights  will  come 
on.  This  will  provide  annunciation  of 
failure  in  the  B  or  C  brake  system. 

As  an  interim  measure  prior  to 
accomplishment  of  the  modification 
prescribed  in  this  Airworthiness 
Directive,  either  a  preflight  operation 
check  or  visual  inspection  is  required 
when  the  “C”  hydraulic  system  (Alt.  Sys 
“C”)  is  used  for  anti-skid  braking.  (The 
check/inspection  cannot  be 
accomplished  inflight.)  This  check  (or 
inspection)  is  required  within  ten  days 
from  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  and  is 
necessary  to  insure  that  the  norm 
system  B  brake  supply  valve  has  not 
failed  open.  Such  failure  will  require 
increased  brake  pedal  force  to  achieve 
the  same  braking  level.  In  this  case  both 
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B  and  C  systems  are  providing  pedal 
feedback  to  the  pilot. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are 
impracticable  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  30  days.  It  has  been  determined 
that  this  regulation  is  an  emergency 
regulation  under  the  President’s 
memorandum  of  January  29. 1981. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive: 

Lockheed — California:  Applies  to  Lockheed 
Model  L-1011-385  series  airplanes 
certificated  in  all  categories. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  possible  loss  of  ground 
directional  control  resulting  from 
unannunciated  anti-skid  systems  failure  or 
excessive  pedal  force  due  to  parking  brake 
circuit/supply  valve  failure,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Commencing  ten  days  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  prior  to  each  flight,  when  “C” 
hydraulic  system  (ALT  SYS  “C”)  is  used  for 
anti-skid  wheel  braking,  perform  either  a 
brake  system  check  in  accordance  with  item 
(1J  below  or  an  inspection  in  accordance  with 
item  (2)  below: 

1.  Operations  check: 

(i)  Chock  wheels  and  release  parking 
brake. 

(ii)  Pressurize  both  system  B  and  C  brake 
accumulators  using  AC  motor  pumps,  then 
turn  off  pumps. 

Note. — Hydraulic  system  B  and  C  should 
not  be  pressurized  while  performing  this 

check. 

(iii)  Select  alternate  system  C  with  brake 
system  select  switch  on  pilot’s  center 
instrument  panel. 

(iv)  Pump  brake  pedals.  B  system  brake 
pressure,  as  indicated  on  pilot’s  center 
instrument  panel  gauge,  should  remain 
steady,  and  C  system  brake  pressure  should 
decay  as  pedals  are  pumped.  If  B  system 
pressure  decays,  the  NORM  system  B  brake 
supply  valve  has  failed  and  must  be  repaired 
prior  to  further  flight. 

If  unable  to  perform  operations  check,  of  if 
results  are  inconclusive  or  suspect,  perform 
visual  inspection  as  specified  in  item  (2): 

2.  Visual  inspection: 

(i)  Pressurize  both  B  and  C  hydraulic 
systems. 

(ii)  Select  ALT  SYS  C  with  brake  system 
select  switch  on  pilot  s  center  instrument 
panel. 

(iii)  Chock  wheels  and  release  parking 
brake. 

(iv)  Gain  access  to  both  brake  supply  valve 
modules  [Lockheed  P/N  672173-119  (contacts 
normally  open)  and  Lockheed  P/N  672173- 
121  (contacts  normally  closed)|  in  hydraulic 


service  center,  located  above  B  and  C  system 
accumulators  in  left  and  right  forward 
corners  of  service  center. 

(v)  Verify  that  two  each  indicator  pins 
(located  adjacent  to  electrical  connector  on 
each  valve)  are  protruding  from  both  B  and  C 
brake  supply  valves.  If  both  pins  are  not 
protruding,  the  valves  have  failed  and  must 
be  repaired  prior  to  further  flight. 

(b)  Within  1  year  from  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD,  modify  the  parking  brake  and  anti¬ 
skid  electrical  circuits  in  accordance  with  the 
Accomplishment  Instructions  of  Part  2  of 
Lockheed  Service  Bulletin  093-32-145  dated 
May  1, 1980,  or  Part  2  of  Lockheed  Service 
Bulletin  093-32-179  dated  December  30, 1980. 

(c)  The  pre-flight  check/inspections 
required  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD  are  no 
longer  required  after  accomplishment  of 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  AD. 

(d)  Alternative  means  of  compliance  or 
other  actions  which  provide  an  equivalent 
level  of  safety  may  be  used  when  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Los  Angeles  Area  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  FAA  Northwest  Region. 

(e)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  airplanes  to  a  base  for  the 
accomplishment  of  inspections  and/or 
modifications  required  by  this  AD. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in  this 
directive  are  incorporated  herein  and  made  a 
part  hereof  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(1).  All 
persons  affected  by  this  directive  who  have 
not  already  received  these  documents  from 
the  manufacturer  may  obtain  copies  upon 
request  to  Lockheed-California  Company, 

P.O.  Box  551,  Burbank,  California  91520, 
Attention:  Commercial  Support  Contracts. 
These  documents  may  also  be  examined  at 
FAA  Northwest  Region,  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington  98108. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
April  16, 1981. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1656(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.89J 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation  under 
the  President’s  memorandum  of  January  29, 
1981,  and  an  emergency  regulation  that  is  not 
major  under  Section  8  of  Executive  Order 
12291.  It  is  impracticable  for  the  agency  to 
follow  the  procedures  of  Order  12291  with 
respect  to  this  rule  since  the  rule  must  be 
issued  immediately  to  correct  an  unsafe 
condition  in  aircraft.  It  has  been  further 
determined  that  this  document  involves  an 
emergency  regulation  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034; 
February  26, 1979).  If  this  action  is 
subsequently  determined  to  involve  a 
significant  regulation,  a  final  regulatory 
evaluation  or  analysis,  as  appropriate  will  be 
prepared  and  placed  in  the  regulatory  docket 
(otherwise,  an  evaluation  is  not  required).  A 
copy  of  it,  when  filed,  may  be  obtained  by 
contracting  the  person  identified  above  under 
the  caption  “FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT.’’ 

This  rule  is  a  final  order  of  the 
Administrator  under  the  Federal 


Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended.  As 
such,  it  is  subject  to  review  only  by  the 
courts  of  appeals  of  the  United  States,  or 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  on  March 
26, 1981. 

Charles  R.  Foster, 

Director,  Northwest  Region. 

|FR  Hoc.  81-10295  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
19  CFR  Part  4 
[TD.  81-71] 

Special  Tonnage  Tax  and  Light  Money; 
Amendment 

agency:  U.S.  Customs  Service. 

Treasury. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  In  the  matter  of  foreign 
discriminating  duties  of  tonnage  and 
impost  with  respect  to  vessels  of  and 
certain  imports  from  the  United  Arab 
Emirates,  suspended  and  discontinued. 

§  4.22,  Customs  Regulations,  amended. 
This  rule  amends  the  Customs 
Regulations  by  adding  the  names  of  the 
states  that  comprise  the  United  Arab 
Emirates  (U.A.E.)  (Abu  Dhabi,  Ajman, 
Dubai,  Fujairah,  Ras  A1  Khaimah, 
Sharjah,  and  Umm  A1  Qaiwain)  to  the 
list  of  nations  whose  vessels  are 
exempted  from  the  payment  of  higher 
tonnage  duties  than  are  applicable  to 
vessels  of  the  United  States  and  from 
the  payment  of  light  money.  Satisfactory 
evidence  has  been  furnished  by  the 
Department  of  State  that  no 
discriminating  duties  of  tonnage  or 
impost  are  imposed  in  ports  of  U.A.E. 
upon  vessels  belonging  to  citizens  of  the 
United  States  or  on  their  cargoes.  The 
names  of  the  member  states  of  the 
U.A.E.  are  being  added  to  aid  Customs 
officers  in  identifying  vessels  of  the 
U.A.E.  which  operate  with  documents 
issued  by  and  bearing  the  name  of  the 
member  states  of  the  U.A.E.  rather  than 
the  U.A.E.  itself. 

effective  date:  The  exemption  became 
effective  October  25, 1975. 

For  further  information  contact: 

Michael  K.  Tomenga,  Carriers, 
Drawback  and  Bonds  Division,  U.S. 
Customs  Service,  1301  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20229 
(202-566-5700). 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

Generally,  the  United  States  imposes 
regular  and  special  tonnage  taxes,  and  a 
duty  of  a  specified  amount  per  ton, 
known  as  “light  money,”  on  all  foreign 
vessels  which  enter  United  States  ports 
(46  U.S.C.  121, 128).  However,  vessels  of 
a  foreign  nation  may  be  exempted  from 
the  payment  of  special  tonnage  taxes 
and  light  money  upon  presentation  of 
proof  satisfactory  to  the  President  that 
no  discriminatory  duties  of  tonnage  or 
imposts  are  imposed  by  that  foreign 
nation  on  United  States  vessels  or  their 
cargoes  (46  U.S.C.  141).  The  President 
has  delegated  the  authority  to  grant  this 
exemption  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  Section  4.22,  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  4.22),  lists  those 
nations  whose  vessels  have  been 
exempted  from  the  payment  of  any 
higher  tonnage  duties  than  are 
applicable  to  vessels  of  the  United 
States  and  from  the  payment  of  light 
money. 

On  October  26, 1977,  the  Department 
of  State  advised  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  that  satisfactory  evidence  had 
been  obtained  from  the  Government  of 
the  U.A.E.  that  no  discriminating  duties 
of  tonnage  or  impost  are  imposed  or 
levied  in  ports  of  that  country  upon 
vessels  wholly  belonging  to  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  or  upon  the  produce, 
manufactures,  or  merchandise  imported 
into  that  country  on  United  States 
vessels. 

In  its  communication,  the  Department 
of  State  advised  that  no  discriminating 
duties  of  tonnage  or  impost  were 
imposed  or  levied  upon  vessels  wholly 
belonging  to  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  or  upon  the  produce, 
manufactures,  or  merchandise  imported 
into  ports  of  the  U.A.E.  from  October  25, 
1975. 

Declaration 

Therefore,  by  virtue  of  the  authority 
vested  in  the  President  by  section  4228 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (46 
U.S.C.  141),  and  delegated  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  treasury  by  Executive 
Order  No.  10289,  September  17, 1951,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  No.  10882, 
July  18, 1960  (3  CFR,  1959-1963  Comp., 
Ch.  II),  and  pursuant  to  the  authorization 
provided  by  Treasury  Department  Order 
No.  101-5  (44  FR  31057),  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  declared  that 
the  foreign  discriminating  duties  of 
tonnage  and  impost  within  the  United 
States  are  suspended  and  discontinued, 
in  respect  to  vessels  of  the  U.A.E.,  and 
the  produce,  manufactures,  or 
merchandise  imported  into  the  United 


States  in  such  vessels  from  the  U.A.E.  or 
from  any  other  foreign  oousrrtry. 

This  suspension  and  disoon  tmuance 
took  effect  from  October  25, 1975,  and 
shall  continue  only  for  so  long  as  the 
reciprocal  exemptions  of  vessels  wholly 
belonging  to  citizens  of  the  United 
States  and  their  cargoes  shall  be 
continued. 

In  accordance  with  this  declaration, 
by  T.D.  78-139,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  24, 1978  (43  FR  22173), 

§  4.22,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
4.22),  was  amended  to  add  the  U.A.E.  to 
the  list  of  nations  whose  vessels  are 
exempted  from  the  payment  of  special 
tonnage  taxes  and  light  money. 

The  Regional  Commissioner  of 
Customs,  Houston,  Texas  (Region  VI), 
has  recommended  that  §  4.22  be  further 
amended  to  list  the  member  states  that 
comprise  the  U.A.E.  Customs 
Headquarters  agrees  with  the  Regional 
Commissioner  that  the  amendment 
would  aid  Customs  officers  in 
identifying  vessels  of  the  U.A.E.  which 
operate  with  documents  issued  by  and 
bearing  the  name  of  the  member  states 
of  the  U.A.E.  rather  than  the  U.A.E. 
itself.  Confusion  as  to  the  identification 
of  a  vessel  could  result  in  the  erroneous 
assessment  of  special  tonnage  taxes  and 
light  money  on  vessels  which  are 
entitled  to  an  exemption  from  payment. 

Although  Customs  has  the  authority  to 
refund  improperly  imposed  charges 
including  special  tonnage  taxes  and  light 
money  (46  U.S.C.  8),  the  assessment  of 
the  special  tonnage  taxes  due  to  a 
failure  to  recognize  a  vessel  document 
as  one  of  the  U.A.E.  is  a  violation  of  the 
reciprocal  assurances  exchanged  by  the 
United  States  and  the  U.A.E.  In  similar 
situations  involving  other  nations,  this 
has  resulted  in  complaints  to  the 
Department  of  State. 

Amendment  to  the  Regulations 

The  list  in  §  4.22,  Customs  Regulations 
(19  CFR  4.22),  of  nations  whose  vessels 
are  exempted  from  the  payment  of  any 
higher  tonnage  duties  than  are 
applicable  to  vessels  of  the  United 
States  and  from  the  payment  of  light 
money  is  amended  by  adding  the  names 
of  the  states  that  comprise  the  U.A.E.  to 
read  as  follows: 

§4.22  | Amended] 

United  Arab  Emirates  (Abu  Dhabi,  Ajman, 
Dubai,  Fujairah,  Ras  A1  Khaimah,  Sharjah, 
and  Umm  Al  Qaiwain) 

(R.S.  251,  as  amended,  4219,  as  amended, 
4255,  as  amended,  4228,  as  amended,  sec.  3, 

23  Stat.  119,  as  amended,  sec.  624,  46  Stat.  759 
(19  U.S.C.  66, 1624,  46  U.S.C.  5, 121, 128, 141)) 

Inapplicability  of  Public  Notice  and 
Delayed  Effective  Date  Requirements 

Because  this  amendment  merely 


implements  a  statutory  requirement  and 
involves  a  matter  in  which  the  public  is 
not  particularly  interested,  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  553(b)(B),  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary. 
Further,  for  the  same  reasons,  good 
cause  exists  for  dispensing  with  a 
delayed  effective  date  under  5  U.S.C. 
553(d). 

Inapplicability  of  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act 

This  document  is  not  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  sections  603  and  604  of 
title  5,  United  States  Code,  as  added  by 
section  3  of  Pub.  L.  96-354,  the 
"Regulatory  Flexibility  Act.”  That  Act 
does  not  apply  to  any  regulation  such  as 
this  for  which  a  notice  of  proposal 
rulemaking  is  not  required  by  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
551  et  seq.)  or  any  other  statute. 

Regulations  Determined  To  Be 
Nonsignificant 

In  a  directive  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  November  8, 1978  (43  FR 
52120),  implementing  E.0. 12044, 
“Improving  Government  Regulations,” 
the  Treasury  Department  stated  that  it 
considers  each  regulation  or  amendment 
to  an  existing  regulation  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  codified  in  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to  be 
“significant.”  However,  regulations  of 
this  nature,  which  are  nonsubstantive, 
are  essentially  procedural,  do  not 
materially  change  existing  or  establish 
new  policy,  and  do  not  impose 
substantial  additional  requirements  or 
cost  on,  or  substantially  alter  the  legal 
rights  or  obligations  of,  those  affected, 
may,  with  Secretarial  approval,  be 
determined  not  to  be  significant. 
Accordingly,  it  has  been  determined  that 
this  amendment  does  not  meet  the 
Treasury  Department  criteria  in  the 
directive  for  "significant”  regulations. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
was  Barbara  E.  Whiting,  Regulations 
and  Information  Division,  Office  of 
Regulations  and  Rulings,  U.S.  Customs 
Service.  However,  personnel  from  other 
offices  of  the  Customs  Service  and  the 
Departments  of  State  and  the  Treasury 
participated  in  its  development. 

Dated:  February  26, 1981. 

)ohn  P.  Simpson, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10290  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am| 
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19  CFR  Part  101 

fT.D.  81-731 

PrecJearance  Offices  in  Foreign 
Countries;  General  Provisions 

/agency:  U.S.  Customs  Service, 

Treasury. 

/action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Customs  Service,  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service, 
and  the  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service  have  established 
preclearance  facilities  in  Canada,  the 
Bahamas,  and  Bermuda  to  provide 
Customs  and  other  necessary  clearances 
for  United  States-bound  airline 
passengers.  This  document  amends  the 
list  of  preclearance  offices  set  forth  in 
the  Customs  Regulations  to  include 
Edmonton,  Alberta,  Canada,  under  the 
supervision  of  the  District  Director  of 
Customs,  Great  Falls,  Montana,  and  to 
reflect  the  transfer  of  supervision  over 
the  preclearance  offices  of  Toronto, 
Ontario,  Canada,  and  Montreal,  Quebec, 
Canada,  from  the  District  Directors  of 
Customs,  Buffalo,  New  York,  and  St. 
Albans,  Vermont,  respectively,  to  the 
Regional  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
Boston,  Massachusetts. 
effective  date:  The  preclearance 
facility  in  Edmonton,  Alberta,  Canada, 
was  established  on  October  28, 1979. 
Supervision  over  Customs  activities  of 
the  Toronto,  Ontario,  Canada,  and 
Montreal,  Quebec,  Canada,  offices  was 
transferred  to  the  Regional 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  on  October  1, 1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Harry  W.  Carnes,  Inspection  and 
Control  Division,  U.S.  Customs  Service, 
1301  Constitution  Avenue,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20229  (202-565-5607). 

Background 

To  assist  airlines  and  the  traveling 
public,  officers  of  the  Customs  Service 
(“Customs"),  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  (“INS"),  and  the 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service  (“APHIS”)  are  stationed  at 
selected  airports  in  foreign  countries  to 
provide  Customs  and  other  necessary 
clearances  to  airline  passengers  on 
direct  flights  to  the  United  States.  The 
purpose  of  this  procedure  is  to  provide 
quicker  and  more  efficient  service  to 
international  travelers  by  clearing 
passengers  before  departure  from  the 
foreign  country  instead  of  at  the  point  of 
first  entry  into  the  United  States. 
Preclearance  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage  enables  inspecting  officers  to 
carry  out  their  responsibilities  while 
helping  to  prevent  delays,  minimize 


inconvenience  to  travelers,  and  reduce 
baggage  handling. 

As  part  of  a  continuing  effort  to 
improve  service  to  the  international 
traveling  public,  Customs,  INS,  and 
APHIS,  expanded  the  preclearance 
program  by  establishing  preclearance 
facilities  in  Edmonton,  Alberta,  Canada, 
on  October  28, 1979. 

In  addition,  after  a  review  of  its 
operations,  on  October  1, 1978,  Customs 
transferred  supervision  over  its  Toronto, 
Ontario,  Canada,  and  Montreal,  Quebec, 
Canada,  preclearance  offices  from  the 
District  Directors  of  Customs,  Buffalo, 
New  York,  and  St.  Albans,  Vermont, 
respectively,  to  the  Regional 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  Boston, 
Massachusetts.  This  change  wrill  enable 
the  Regional  Commissioner  to  carry  out 
more  effectively  his  responsibility  for 
the  administration  and  operational 
management  of  the  preclearance  offices 
within  his  regional  jurisdiction. 

Change  an  Existing  Regulations 

Section  101.5,  Customs  Regulations  (19 
CFR  101.5),  lists  9  preclearance  facilities 
in  foreign  countries  where  Customs 
officers  are  stationed  and  the  Customs 
officer  having  supervision  over  the 
Customs  functions  at  each  preclearance 
office.  It  is  necessary  to  amend  §  101.5 
to  reflect  the  opening  of  the  Edmonton 
office,  and  the  change  in  supervision 
over  the  Toronto  and  Montreal  offices. 

Notice  and  Public  Procedure 
Unnecessary 

Because  this  amendment  involves 
matters  relating  only  to  agency 
organization  and  administration  and 
does  not  impose  any  additional 
affirmative  duty  on  the  public,  pursuant 
to  5  U.S.C.  553(b)(B),  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary,  and 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553(d)(3),  a  delayed 
effective  date  is  not  required. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
was  Betty  A.  Stemley,  Regulations  and 
Research  Division,  Office  of  Regulations 
and  Rulings,  U.S.  Customs  Service. 
Howrever,  other  Customs  personnel 
participated  in  its  development. 

Amendment  to  the  Regulations 

Section  101.5,  Customs  Regulations  (19 
CFR  101.5),  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  101.5  Customs  preclearance  offices  in 
foreign  countries. 

Listed  below  are  the  preclearance 
offices  in  foreign  countries  where  United 
States  Customs  officers  are  stationed 
and  the  Customs  officers  under  wrhose 
supervision  they  function: 


Country 

Customs  office 

Customs  officer 
having  supervision 

The  Bahamas.  .. 

„  Freeport . . 

District  Director. 
Miami,  Fla. 

Nassau . , . 

District  Director. 
Miami.  Fla. 

Bermuda . 

...  Kindley  Field . 

Area  Director, 
Kennedy  Airport 
Area,  Jamaica, 

N.Y. 

Canada . 

...  Calgary.  Alberta . 

District  Director. 

Great  Falls, 

Mont 

Edmonton,  Alberta..,. 

District  Director, 
Great  Falls. 

Mont. 

Montreal,  Quebec . 

Regional 

Commissioner, 
Boston,  Mass 

Prince  Rupert, 

District  Director, 

British  Columbia- 

Anchorage, 

Alaska 

Toronto,  Ontario . 

Regional 
Commissioner, 
Boston,  Mass 

Vancouver,  British 

District  Director. 

Columbia. 

Seattle,  Wash, 

Winnipeg,  Manitoba.. 

Regional 
Commissioner, 
Chicago.  III. 

(R.S.  251,  as  amended,  section  624,  46  Stat. 
759,  80  Stat.  379  (5  U.S.C.  301, 19  U.S.C.  66, 
1624)) 

William  T.  Arche  jr, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  February  12, 1981. 

John  P.  Simpson, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  . 
(FR  Doc.  81-10286  Filed  4-3-B1;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4810-22-M 


19  CFR  Part  101 
[T.D..  81-721 

Customs  Regulations;  Extension  of 
Port  Limits  of  Sandusky,  Ohio,  as  a 
Customs  Station 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Customs  Service. 
Treasury, 

action:  Final  rule. 


summary:  This  document  amends  the 
Customs  Regulations  to  change  the  field 
organization  of  the  Customs  Service  by 
extending  the  existing  port  limits  of 
Sandusky,  Ohio,  to  incorporate  all  of 
Huron  Township  and  the  City  of  Huron, 
Ohio,  and  to  revoke  the  status  of  Huron, 
Ohio,  as  a  Customs  station.  The  change, 
wrhich  will  enable  Customs  to  keep  pace 
with  a  significant  expansion  of  Customs- 
related  activities  in  Huron  Township 
and  the  City  of  Huron,  is  part  of  a 
continuing  program  to  obtain  more 
efficient  use  of  Customs  personnel, 
facilities,  and  resources,  and  to  provide 
better  service  to  carriers,  importers,  and 
the  public. 

effective  date:  May  6, 1981. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Renee  DeAtley,  Office  of  Inspection, 

U.S.  Customs  Service,  1301  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20229 
(202-566-8157), 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

During  the  past  few  years,  significant 
Customs  activity  at  the  Sandusky,  Ohio, 
port  of  entry  gradually  has  shifted 
eastward  to  Huron  Township  and  the 
City  of  Huron,  Ohio,  both  of  which  are 
outside  the  existing  port  limits.  The 
result  has  been  recurrent  requests  for 
Customs  services  and  assignment  of 
Customs  officers  to  Huron  Township 
and  the  City  of  Huron  on  a  temporary 
basis,  as  needed.  This  caused  delays 
and  increased  expenses. 

To  provide  the  most  economical  and 
efficient  service  to  the  public  and  to 
meet  the  expanded  needs  of  the 
importing  community  in  Huron 
Township  and  the  City  of  Huron,  a 
notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  29, 1980  (45  FR 
64211),  proposing  to  extend  the  existing 
port  limits  of  the  Sandusky  port  of  entry 
(Region  IX)  to  include  all  of  Huron 
Township  and  the  City  of  Huron  and  to 
revoke  the  status  of  Huron,  Ohio,  as  a 
Customs  station. 

The  notice  advised  that  the  extension 
of  the  port  limits  would  enable  Customs 
to  station  officers  where  needed  within 
the  port  limits,  on  a  permanent  basis, 
thus  reducing  costs  to  the  importing 
public.  The  extension  of  the  port  limits 
also  would  enable  Customs  to  keep  pace 
with  the  expansion  of  Customs-related 
activities  in  Huron  Township  and  the 
City  of  Huron,  and  provide  better 
coordination  of  Customs  services  and 
more  efficient  use  of  available 
resources.  The  notice  further  advised 
that  the  extension  would  not  require  any 
additional  manpower. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until 
November  28, 1980,  to  submit  written 
comments  regarding  the  proposal.  No 
comments  were  received.  The  final  rule 
adopts  the  amendment  as  proposed. 

Changes  in  the  Customs  Field 
Organization 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
August  1, 1914,  38  Stat.  623,  as  amended 
(19  U.S.C.  2).  and  delegated  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  Executive 
Order  No,  10289,  September  17, 1951  (3 
CFR,  1949-53  Comp.,  Ch.  II),  and 
pursuant  to  authority  provided  by 
Treasury  Department  Order  No.  101-5 
(44  FR  31057),  the  geographical 
boundaries  of  the  Sandusky,  Ohio,  port 
of  entry  shall  include: 


All  the  territory  within  the  geographical 
limits  of  the  City  of  Sandusky,  Huron 
Township,  and  the  City  of  Huron,  all  in  the 
State  of  Ohio. 

Amendment  to  the  Regulations 

To  reflect  this  action: 

§  101.3  [Amended] 

1.  The  list  of  Customs  regions, 
districts,  and  ports  of  entry  in  §  101.3(b), 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  101.3(b)), 
is  amended  by  adding  “(T.D.  81-72)” 
following  “Sandusky,  Ohio”  in  the 
column  headed  “Ports  of  entry”  in  the 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  Customs  district 
(Region  IX), 

§  101.4  [Amended] 

2.  The  list  of  Customs  stations  in 

§  101.4(c),  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
101.4(c)),  is  amended  by  removing 
“Huron,  Ohio”  from  the  column  headed 
“Customs  stations”  and  “Sandusky” 
from  the  column  headed  “Port  of  entry 
having  supervision”  in  the  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  Customs  district  (Region  IX). 

Inapplicability  of  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act 

This  document  is  not  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  sections  603  and  604  of 
Title  5,  United  States  Code  (as  added  by 
section  3  of  Pub.  L.  96-354,  the 
"Regulatory  Flexibility  Act”)  because  it 
was  the  subject  of  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  before  January  1, 1981,  the 
effective  date  of  the  Act. 

Regulation  Determined  To  Be 
Nonsignificant 

In  a  directive  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  November  8, 1978  (43  FR 
52120),  implementing  Executive  Order 
12044,  “Improving  Government 
Regulations,”  the  Treasury  Department 
stated  that  it  considers  each  regulation 
or  amendment  to  an  existing  regulation 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  to  be  significant. 

However,  regulations  which  are 
nonsubstantive,  essentially  procedural, 
do  not  materially  change  existing  or 
establish  new  policy,  and  do  not  impose 
substantial  additional  requirements  or 
costs  on,  or  substantially  alter  the  legal 
rights  or  obligations  of,  those  affected, 
may,  with  Secretarial  approval,  be 
determined  not  to  be  significant. 
Accordingly,  it  has  been  determined  that 
this  amendment  does  not  meet  the 
Treasury  Department  criteria  in  the 
directive  for  significant  regulations. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
was  Charles  D.  Ressin,  Regulations  and 
Information  Division.  Office  of 


Regulations  and  Rulings,  U.S.  Customs 
Service.  However,  personnel  from  other 
Customs  offices  participated  in  its 
development. 

Dated:  February  16, 1981. 

|obn  P.  Simpson, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  Treasury. 

| PR  Doc.  81-1038*1  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  4810-22-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  the  Attorney  General 

28  CFR  Part  16 

(AAG/A  Order  No.  64-81] 

Production  or  Disclosun  of  Material  or 
Information;  Exemption  of  Records 
Systems  Under  the  Privacy  Act 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Justice. 

ACTION:  Final  Rule;  clarification. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  republishes 
exemption  paragraphs  in  28  CFR  16.96 
that  were  inadvertently  omitted  from  the 
1980  revision  of  the  CFR.  An  amendment 
published  on  January  28, 1981,  has  been 
incorporated  into  this  republication. 
ADDRESSES:  Administrative  Counsel. 
Justice  Management  Division, 
Department  of  Justice,  10th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20530. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 

William  J.  Snider  (202-633-3452). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January  28, 1980,  a  final  rule  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  to 
revoke  exemption  of  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation’s  Central  Records 
System  (JUSTICE/FBI-002)  from 
subsections  (c)(4)  and  (m)  of  the  Privacy 
Act  and  to  clarify  specific  paragraphs  of 
28  CFR  16.96.  To  accomplish  the 
revocation,  introductory  paragraph  (a) 
was  revised,  paragraph  (b)(2)  was 
revised,  and  paragraph  (b)(7)  was 
removed.  Further,  paragraphs  (b)(1) 
through  (b)(6)  were  clarified.  YVhen  the 
changes  affecting  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
were  codified  into  the  July  1, 1980, 
edition  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  paragraphs  (c),  (d),  (e),  (f). 
(g),  (h),  and  (i)  were  inadvertently 
omitted. 

Further,  on  January  28, 1981,  the 
Department,  unaware  of  this  omission, 
published  a  final  rule  in  the  Federal 
Register  to  revoke  exemption  of  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation's 
Identification  Division  Record  System 
(JUSTICE/FBI-009)  from  subsection  (m) 
of  the  Privacy  Act.  The  January 
publication  amended  28  CFR  16.96  by 
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revising  introductory  paragraph  (e)  and 
by  removing  paragraph  (f)(8). 

The  omission  of  paragraphs  (c) 
through  (i)  from  the  July,  1980  edition  of 
the  Code  was  completely  unintended 
and  was  not  meant  to  affect  the 
exemption  rules  for  FBI  record  systems. 
Therefore,  the  purpose  of  this  final  rule 
is  to  reprint  those  paragraphs, 
incorporating  those  amendments 
published  on  January  28, 1981. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Attorney  General  by  5 
U.S.C.  552a  and  delegated  to  me  by 
Attorney  General  Order  793-78, 
paragraphs  (c),  (d),  (e),  (f),  (g),  (h)  and  (i) 
are  reprinted  below. 

Dated:  March  26, 1981. 

William  D.  Van  Stavoren, 

Acting  Assistant  Attorney  General  for 
Administration. 

Paragraphs  (c)  through  (i)  of  §  16.96  of 
Title  28  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
reprinted  as  revised: 

§  16.96  Exemption  of  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  Systems— Limited  access. 
***** 

(c)  The  following  system  of  records  is 
exempt  from  5  U.S.C.  552a(c)  (3)  and  (4), 

(d).  (e)  (1),  (2)  and  (3),  (e)(4)  (G)  and  (H), 
(ej  (5)  and  (8),  (f),  (g)  and  (m): 

(1)  Electronic  Surveillance  (Elsur) 
Indices  (JUSTICE/FBI-006). 

These  exemptions  apply  only  to  the 
extent  that  information  in  the  system  is 
subject  to  exemption  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552a(j). 

(d)  Exemptions  from  the  particular 
subsections  are  justified  for  the 
following  reasons: 

(1)  From  subsection  (c)(3)  because  the 
release  of  accounting  disclosures  would 
place  the  subject  of  an  investigation  on 
notice  that  he  is  under  investigation  and 
provide  him  with  significant  information 
concerning  the  nature  of  the 
investigation,  resulting  in  a  serious 
impediment  to  law  enforcement. 

(2)  From  subsections  (c)(4),  (d),  (e)(4) 
(G)  and  (H),  and  (g)  because  these 
provisions  concern  an  individual's 
access  to  records  which  concern  him 
and  such  access  to  records  in  this 
system  would  compromise  ongoing 
investigations,  reveal  investigatory 
techniques  and  confidential  informants, 
and  invade  the  privacy  of  private 
citizens  who  provide  information  in 
connection  with  a  particular 
investigation. 

(3)  From  subsection  (e)(1)  because 
these  indices  must  be  maintained  in 
order  to  provide  the  information  as 
described  in  the  “routine  uses"  of  this 
particular  system. 


(4)  From  subsections  (e)  (2)  and  (3) 
because  compliance  is  not  feasible  given 
the  subject  matter  of  the  indices. 

(5)  From  subsection  (e)(5)  because  this 
provision  is  not  applicable  to  the  indices 
in  view  of  the  “routine  uses”  of  the 
indices.  For  example,  it  is  impossible  to 
predict  when  it  will  be  necessary  to 
utilize  information  in  the  system  and, 
accordingly  it  is  not  possible  to 
determine  when  the  records  are  timely. 

(6)  From  subsection  (e)(8)  because  the 
notice  requirement  could  present  a 
serious  impediment  to  law  enforcement 
by  revealing  investigative  techniques, 
procedures  and  the  existence  of 
confidential  investigations. 

(7)  From  subsection  (m)  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  subsection  (b)(7)  of 
this  section. 

(e)  The  following  system  of  records  is 
exempt  from  5  U.S.C.  552a(c)  (3)  and  (4), 
(d),  (e)  (1),  (2)  and  (3),  (e)(4)  (G)  and  (H). 
(ej  (5)  and  (8).  (f).  and  (g): 

(1)  Identification  Division  Records 
System  (JUSTICE/FBI-009). 

These  exemptions  apply  only  to  the 
extent  that  information  in  this  system  is 
subject  to  exemption  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552a(j). 

(f)  Exemptions  from  the  particular 
subsections  are  justified  for  the 
following  reasons: 

(1)  From  subsection  (c)(3)  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  subsection  (d)(1)  of 
this  section. 

(2)  From  subsections  (c)(4),  (d),  (e)(4) 
(G)  and  (H),  (f)  and  (g)  because  these 
provisions  concern  an  individual’s 
access  to  records  which  concern  him. 
Such  access  is  directed  at  allowing  the 
subject  of  a  record  to  correct 
inaccuracies  in  it.  Although  an  alternate 
system  of  access  has  been  provided  in 
28  CFR  16.30  to  34  and  28  CFR  20.34,  the 
vast  majority  of  records  in  this  system 
concern  local  arrests  which  it  would  be 
inappropriate  for  the  FBI  to  undertake  to 
correct. 

(3)  From  subsection  (e)(1)  because  it  is 
impossible  to  state  with  any  degree  of 
certainty  that  all  information  on  these 
records  is  relevant  to  accomplish  a 
purpose  of  the  FBI,  even  though 
acquisition  of  the  records  from  state  and 
local  law  enforcement  agencies  is  based 
on  a  statutory  requirement.  In  view  of 
the  number  of  records  in  the  system  it  is 
impossible  to  review  them  for  relevancy. 

(4)  From  subsection  (e)(2)  because  the 
records  in  the  system  are  necessarily 
furnished  by  criminal  justice  agencies 
due  to  their  very  nature. 

(5)  From  subsection  (e)(3)  because 
compliance  is  not  feasible  due  to  the 
nature  of  the  records. 

(6)  From  subsection  (e)(5)  because  the 
vast  majority  of  these  records  come 


from  local  criminal  justice  agencies  and 
it  is  administratively  impossible  to 
ensure  that  the  records  comply  with  this 
provision.  Submitting  agencies  are, 
however,  urged  on  a  continuing  basis  to 
ensure  that  their  records  are  accurate 
and  include  all  dispositions. 

(7)  From  subsection  (e)(8)  because  the 
FBI  has  no  logical  manner  to  ascertain 
whether  process  has  been  made  public 
and  compliance  with  this  provision 
would  in  any  case,  provide  an 
impediment  to  law  enforcement  by 
interfering  with  the  ability  to  issue 
warrants  or  subpoenas  and  by  revealing 
investigative  techniques,  procedures  or 
evidence. 

(g)  The  following  system  of  records  is 
exempt  from  5  U.S.C.  552a(c)  (3)  and  (4), 

(d) .  (e),  (1J,  (2)  and  (3).  (e)(4)  (G)  and  (H), 

(e) (8).  (f),  (g)  and  (m): 

(1)  National  Crime  Information  Center 
(NCIC)  (JUSTICE/FBI-001). 

These  exemptions  apply  only  to  the 
extent  that  information  in  the  system  is 
subject  to  exemption  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552a(j). 

(h)  Exemptions  from  the  particular 
subsections  are  justified  for  the 
following  reasons: 

(1)  From  subsection  (c)(3)  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  subsection  (d)(1)  of 
this  section. 

(2)  From  subsections  (c)(4),  (d),  (e)(4) 
(G)  and  (H),  and  (g)  for  the  reasons 
stated  in  subsection  (d)(2)  of  this 
section.  When  records  are  properly 
subject  to  access  by  the  individual,  an 
alternate  means  of  access  is  provided  in 
subsection  (i)  of  this  section. 

(3)  From  subsection  (e)(1)  because 
information  contained  in  this  system  is 
primarily  from  state  and  local  records, 
and  it  is  for  the  official  use  of  agencies 
outside  the  Federal  Government  in 
accordance  with  28  U.S.C.  534. 

(4)  From  subsections  (e)  (2)  and  (3) 
because  it  is  not  feasible  to  comply  with 
these  provisions  given  the  nature  of  this 
system. 

(5)  From  subsection  (e)(8)  for  the 
reasoqs  stated  in  subsection  (d)(6)  of 
this  section. 

(6)  From  subsection  (m)  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  subsection  (b)(7)  of 
this  section. 

(i)  Access  to  computerized  criminal 
history  records  in  the  National  Crime 
Information  Center  is  available  to  the 
individual  who  is  the  subject  of  the 
record  pursuant  to  procedures  and 
requirements  specified  in  the  Notice  of 
Systems  of  Records  compiled  by  the 
National  Archives  and  Records  Service 
and  published  under  the  designation: 
National  Glnme  Information  Center 
(NOIC)  (JUSTICE/FBI-001)). 
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Information  on  access  is  also  published 
in  the  Appendix  to  Part  20  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  in  relation  to  28 
CFR  20.34. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10246  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4410-02-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Defense  Logistics  Agency 
32  CFR  Part  1285 
[DLAR  5400.14] 

Availability  to  the  Public  of  Official 
Information 

agency:  Defense  Logistics  Agency 
(DLA). 

action:  Final  Rule. 

summary:  This  regulation  establishes 
and  provides  policy  and  procedures 
within  DLA  for  implementation  of  the 
DoD  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (FOIAJ 
Program.  The  regulation  implements 
DoD  Directive  5400.7  and  is  applicable 
to  HQ  DLA  and  all  DLA  field  activities. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  2, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Thomas  P.  Fereday,  Commercial — 
AC  202-274-6047;  AUTOVON— 284- 
6047. 

By  Order  of  the  Director. 

Stephen  F.  Celec, 

Deputy  Staff  Director,  Administration. 

Part  1285,  Subchapter  B,  Chapter  XII 
of  Title  32  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

PART  1285— AVAILABILITY  TO  THE 
PUBLIC  OF  OFFICIAL  INFORMATION 

Sec. 

1285.1  References. 

1285.2  Purpose  and  Scope. 

1285.3  Policy. 

1285.4  Definitions. 

1285.5  Background. 

1285.6  Significant  Changes. 

1285.7  Responsibilities. 

1285.8  Procedures. 

1285.9  Reports. 

Appendix  A  Fee  Schedule. 

Appendix  B  For  Official  Use  Only  (FOUO). 
Appendix  C  Judicial  Actions. 

Appendix  D  FOl  Annual  Report — CY. 

Authority:  This  regulation  is  issued 
pursuant  to  Department  of  Defense  Directive 
5400.7  and  in  accordance  with  Title  5.  U.S.C. 
552. 

§  1285.1  References. 

(a)  Title  5,  U.S.C.  552,  as  amended  by 
Pub.  L.  93-502. 

(b)  Title  18,  U.S.C.  798, 
Communication  Intelligence. 

(c)  Title  18,  U.S.C.  1905,  Disclosure  of 
Confidential  Information  Generally. 


(d)  Title  18,  U.S.C.  3500,  The  Jencks 
/Vet 

(e)  Title  35,  U.S.C.  181-188,  Secrecy  of 
Certain  Inventions  and  Filing 
Applications  in  Foreign  Countries. 

(f)  Title  42,  U.S.C.  2162.  Classification 
and  Declassification  of  Restricted  Data 
Periodic  Determinations. 

(g)  Title  44,  U.S.C.  33,  Disposal  of 
Records. 

(h)  Pub.  L.  86-36,  National  Security 
Information  Exemption. 

(i)  Pub.  L  90-620,  44  U.S.C.  3301, 
Definition  of  Records. 

(j)  DoD  Directive  5200.1-R, 

Information  Security  Program 
Regulation. 

(k)  DoD  Directive  5200.20,  Distribution 
Statements  on  Technical  Documents. 

(l)  DoD  Directive  5400.4,  Provision  of 
Information  to  Congress. 

(m)  DoD  Directive  5400.7,  DoD 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  Program. 

(n)  DoD  Directive  5400.11,  Personal 
Privacy  and  Rights  of  Individuals 
Regarding  Their  Personal  Records. 

(o)  DoD  Directive  7650.1,  General 
Accounting  Office  Comprehensive 
Audits. 

§  1285.2  Purpose  and  scope. 

To  establish/provide  policy, 
procedures,  and  uniformity  within  DLA 
for  implementation  of  the  DoD  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  (FOIA)  Program, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Title  5, 
U.S.C.  552,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  93- 
502,  and  DoD  Directive  5400.7.  This  Part 
1285  is  applicable  to  HQ  DLA  and  all 
DLA  field  activities. 

§1285.3  Policy. 

(a)  General. 

(1)  It  is  the  policy  of  DLA  to  promote 
public  trust  by  making  the  maximum 
amount  of  information  available  to  the 
public  on  the  operation  and  activities  of 
DLA.  Records  that  are  exempt  from 
release  to  the  public,  and  meet  the 
exemption  criteria  spelled  out  in 
paragraph  (f)  below,  need  not  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  made 
available  in  a  library  reading  room,  or 
provided  in  response  to  a  FOIA  request. 

(2)  Information  exempt  from  public 
disclosure,  under  provisions  of 
paragraph  (f)  of  this  section,  will  be 
made  available  to  the  public  when  its 
disclosure  is  not  inconsistent  with 
statutory  requirements  or  with  DLA 
Supplement  1  to  DoD  5200.1-R,  and 
when  officials  determine  that  no 
significant  purpose  would  be  served  by 
withholding  the  information.  The 
determination  of  whether  a  significant 
purpose  is  served  by  withholding 
information  under  provisions  of 
paragraph  (f)  of  this  section  is  within  the 
sole  discretion  of  the  DLA  official 


authorized  by  this  Part  1285  to  deny 
release. 

(3)  Records  and  other  documents  or 
related  material  may  be  withheld  from 
the  public  only  as  authorized  by  this 
Part  1285. 

(b)  Availability  of  Records.  (1)  DLA 
will  conduct  activities  in  an  open 
manner,  consistent  with  the  need  for 
security  and  adherence  to  other 
requirements  of  law  and  regulation. 
Records  not  specifically  exempt  from 
disclosure  under  the  FOIA  shall,  upon 
request,  be  made  readily  accessible  to 
the  public  whether  or  not  the  FOIA  is 
invoked. 

(2)  DLA  will  ensure  that  procedural 
matters  do  not  unnecessarily  impede  a 
requester  from  obtaining  records 
promptly.  Assistance  will  be  provided  to 
requesters  to  help  them  understand  and 
comply  with  procedures  established  by 
this  Part  1285. 

(3)  When  a  member  of  the  public 
complies  with  the  procedures  for 
obtaining  DLA  records,  the  request  will 
receive  prompt  attention.  A  reply  will  be 
dispatched  within  10  working  days 
unless  an  extension  is  authorized. 
Requests  by  individuals  for  access  to 
records  about  themselves  will  be 
processed  under  the  Privacy  Act 
procedures. 

(4)  Records  that  may  be  withheld 
under  the  exemptions  outlined  in 
paragraph  (f)  of  this  Part  1285  will  be 
made  available  to  the  public  when  no 
significant,  legitimate  Government 
purpose  is  served  by  withholding  them. 
Determination  of  significant  and 
legitimate  Government  purpose  is  within 
the  sole  discretion  of  DLA,  consistent 
with  statutory  requirements,  security 
classification  requirements,  or  other 
requirements  of  law. 

(5)  Nonexempt  records  released  under 
the  authority  of  this  Part  1285  are 
considered  to  be  in  the  public  domain. 
However,  exempt  records  released 
pursuant  to  this  Part  1285,  or  other 
statutory  or  regulatory  authority,  may  be 
considered  to  be  in  the  public  domain 
only  when  their  release  constitutes  a 
waiver  of  FOIA  exemption.  When  the 
release  does  not  consitute  such  a 
waiver,  such  as  when  disclosure  is  made 
to  a  properly  constituted  advisory 
committee  or  to  a  Congressional 
Committee,  the  released  records  do  not 
lose  their  exempt  status.  Also,  while 
authority  may  exist  to  disclose  records 
to  individuals  in  their  official  capacity, 
the  provisions  of  this  Part  1285  apply  if 
the  same  individual  seeks  the  records  in 
a  private  or  personal  capacity. 

(6)  A  record  must  exist  and  be  in  the 
possession  or  control  of  DLA  at  the  time 
of  the  request  to  be  considered  subject 
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to  this  Part  1285.  There  is  no  obligation 
to  create,  compile,  or  obtain  a  record  to 
satisfy  an  FOIA  request.  A  new  record 
may  be  compiled  or  created,  when  so 
doing  would  result  in  a  more  useful 
response  to  the  requester,  or  be  less 
burdensome  than  providing  existing 
records,  and  the  requester  does  not 
object.  Cost  of  creating  or  compiling 
such  a  record  may  not  be  charged  to  the 
requester  unless  the  fee  for  creating  the 
record  is  less  than  the  fee  which  would 
be  charged  for  providing  the  existing 
record.  Fee  assessment  for  direct  search 
and  duplication  associated  with  the 
request  will  be  in  accordance  with  the 
fees  set  forth  in  Appendix  A. 

(7)  Identification  of  the  record  desired 
is  the  responsibility  of  the  member  of 
the  public  who  requests  a  record.  The 
requester  must  provide  a  description  of 
the  desired  record  to  enable  location  of 
the  record  with  a  reasonable  amount  of 
effort.  When  a  request  does  not 
“reasonably  describe"  the  record,  the 
requester  will  be  so  advised. 

(i)  Generally,  a  record  is  not 
reasonably  described  unless  the 
description  contains  sufficient 
information  to  permit  the  conduct  of  an 
organized,  nonrandom  search  based  on 
the  DLA  filing  arrangements  and 
existing  retrieval  systems,  or  unless  the 
record  contains  sufficient  information  to 
permit  inference  of  the  elements  needed 
to  conduct  such  a  search.  Descriptive 
information  about  a  record  is  divided 
into  the  following  two  categories: 

(A)  Category  I  is  file-related  and 
includes  information  such  as  type  of 
record  or  memorandum,  title,  index 
citation,  subject  area,  date  the  record 
was  created,  and  originator. 

(B)  Category  II  is  event-related  and 
includes  the  circumstances  that  resulted 
in  the  record  being  created,  or  the  date 
and  circumstances  surrounding  the 
event  the  record  covers. 

(ii)  The  following  guidelines  deal  with 
requests  for  personal  records. 

Ordinarily,  when  personal  identifiers 
only  are  provided  in  connection  with  a 
request  for  records  concerning  the 
requester,  only  records  retrievable  by 
personal  identifiers  need  be  searched. 
Search  for  such  records  may  be 

_  conducted  under  Privacy  Act 

procedures.  No  record  may  be  denied 
that  is  releasable  under  the  FOIA. 

(8)  The  above  guidelines 
notwithstanding,  the  decision  of  DLA 
concerning  reasonableness  of 
description  must  be  based  on  knowledge 
of  the  files.  If  the  description  enables 
DLA  personnel  to  locate  the  record  with 
reasonable  effort,  the  description  is 
adequate. 

(9)  A  request  received  by  a  DLA 
activity  having  no  records  responsive  to 


a  request  shall  be  referred  routinely  to 
another  DoD  Component,  if  the  other 
Component  confirms  that  it  has  the 
requested  record,  and  this  belief  can  be 
confirmed  by  the  other  DoD  Component. 
If  the  DoD  Component  that  is  consulted 
determines  that  the  existence  or 
nonexistence  of  any  record  of  the  DoD 
Component  responsive  to  the  request  is 
in  itself  classified,  the  requester  will  be 
so  notified.  Otherwise,  the  request  shall 
be  referred  to  the  other  DoD 
Component,  and  the  requester  shall  be 
notified  of  any  such  referral.  Any  DLA 
activity  receiving  a  request  that  has 
been  misaddressed  shall  refer  the 
request  to  the  proper  address  and  advise 
the  requester. 

(10)  Whenever  a  record,  or  a  portion 
of  a  record  is  referred  to  another  DoD 
Component  or  to  a  Government  agency 
outside  DoD  for  a  release  determination 
and  direct  response,  the  requester  shall 
be  given  a  description  of  the  record 
referred,  as  furnished  by  the  DoD 
Component. 

(11)  A  DLA  activity  will  refer  an  FOIA 
request  for  a  classified  record  that  it 
holds  to  another  DoD  Component  or 
agency  outside  the  DoD,  if  the  record 
originated  in  the  other  DoD  Component 
or  outside  agency,  or  if  the  classification 
is  derivative.  Telephonic  coordination 
with  the  DoD  Component  or  outside 
agency  will  be  made  prior  to  the 
referral. 

(12)  A  DLA  activity  may  also  refer  a 
request  for  a  record  that  it  originated  to 
another  DoD  Component  or  agency 
when  the  record  was  created  for  the  use 
of  the  other  DoD  Component  or  agency. 
The  DoD  Component  or  agency  for 
which  the  record  was  created  may  have 
as  significant  and  as  legitimate  an 
interest  in  withholding  the  record  as  the 
DLA  activity  that  created  the  record 
would  have.  An  example  of  such  a 
situation  is  a  request  for  audit  reports 
prepared  by  the  Defense  Contract  Audit 
Agency.  These  advisory  reports  are 
prepared  for  the  use  of  contracting 
officers  and  their  release  to  the  audited 
contractor  should  be  at  the  discretion  of 
the  contracting  officer.  Any  FOIA 
request  will  be  referred  to  the 
appropriate  contracting  officer  and  the 
requester  will  be  notified  of  the  referral. 

(13)  Within  DoD,  a  DLA  activity  will 
ordinarily  refer  an  FOIA  request  for  a 
record  that  it  holds,  but  that  was 
originated  by  another  DoD  Component 
or  that  contains  substantial  information 
obtained  from  another  DoD  Component, 
to  that  Component  for  direct  response, 
after  direct  coordination  and 
concurrence  from  the  Component.  The 
requester  should  then  be  notified  of  such 
referral.  DLA  activities  will  not,  in  any 
case,  release  or  deny  such  records 


without  prior  consultation  with  the  other 
DoD  Component. 

(14)  DoD  Components  that  receive 
referred  requests  will  answer  them  in 
accordance  with  the  time  limits 
established  by  the  FOIA  and  this  past 
1285.  Those  time  limits  will  begin  to  run 
upon  receipt  of  the  referral  by  the 
official  designated  to  respond. 

(15)  Agencies  outside  DoD  that  are 
subject  to  the  FOIA: 

(i)  DLA  may  refer  an  FOIA  request  for 
any  record  that  originated  in  an  agency 
outside  DoD,  or  that  is  based  on 
information  obtained  from  an  outside 
agency,  to  the  agency  for  direct 
response  to  the  requester  after 
coordination  with  the  outside  agency,  if 
that  agency  is  subject  to  FOIA  and  if  the 
requester  does  not  object.  Otherwise 
DLA  must  respond  to  the  request. 

(ii)  DLA  will  not  honor  any  FOIA 
request  for  investigative  or  intelligence 
records  or  any  type  of  records  that  are 
on  loan  to  DoD  for  a  specific  purpose,  if 
the  records  are  restricted  from  further 
release  and  so  marked.  Such  requests 
will  be  referred  to  the  agency  that 
provided  the  record. 

(C)  Inspection  and  Copying  of 
Opinions,  Orders,  and  Manuals.  (1) 
Subject  to  the  exemptions  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (f)  of  this  section,  DLA  will 
make  the  following  materials  available 
for  public  inspection  and  copying  in  an 
appropriate  facility  or  facilities  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  in 
paragraph  1285.8  below,  unless  such 
materials  are  published  and  copies 
offered  for  sale: 

(i)  All  final  opinions  (including 
concurring  and  dissenting  opinions)  and 
orders  in  adjudication,  as  defined  in  5 
U.S.C.  551  (Section  2  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act)  that  may 
be  cited,  used,  or  relied  upon  as 
precedents  in  future  adjudication. 

(ii)  Statements  of  policy  and 
interpretations  of  less  than  general 
applicability  affecting  the  public  but  not 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(iii)  Administrative  staff  manuals  and 
instructions,  or  portions  of  such,  which 
establish  DLA  policy  or  interpretation  of 
policy  that  is  determinative  of  the  rights 
of  members  of  the  public.  This  provision 
does  not  apply  to  instructions  for 
employees  on  the  tactics  and  techniques 
to  be  used  in  performing  their  duties,  or 
to  instructions  relating  only  to  the 
internal  management  of  DLA.  Examples 
of  manuals  and  instructions  not 
normally  made  available  are: 

(A)  Those  issued  for  audit  and 
inspection  purposes. 

(B)  Those  which  prescribe  operational 
tactics,  standards  of  performance,  or 
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criteria  for  defense,  prosecution,  or 
settlement  of  cases. 

(C)  Operations  and  maintenance 
manuals  and  technical  information 
concerning  munitions,  equipment,  and 
systems. 

(2)  The  cost  to  the  DLA  activity  of 
copying  any  such  opinion,  order,  or 
statement  of  policy  or  interpretation 
shall  be  imposed  on  the  person 
requesting  the  copy  in  accordance  with 
appendix  A. 

(3)  When  feasible,  all  material 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
made  available  for  inspection  and 
copying,  along  with  any  available  index 
of  that  published  material,  in  the  same 
facility  or  facilities  provided  for 
inspection  and  copying  of  opinions, 
orders,  and  manuals. 

(4)  Identifying  details,  which  if 
revealed  would  create  a  clearly 
unwarranted  invasion  of  personal 
privacy,  may  be  deleted  from  any  final 
opinion,  order,  statement  of  policy, 
interpretation,  staff  manual,  or 
instruction  made  available  for 
inspection  and  copying.  In  every  such 
case,  the  justification  for  the  deletion 
must  be  fully  explained  in  writing. 

(5)  No  order,  opinion,  statement  of 
policy,  interpretation,  staff  manual,  or 
instruction  issued,  promulgated,  or 
adopted  after  4  July  1967,  which  is  not 
indexed  and  either  made  available  or 
published,  may  be  relied  upon,  used,  or 
cited  as  a  precedent  against  any 
member  of  the  public  unless  he/she  has 
actual  and  timely  notice  of  terms.  If  the 
order,  opinion,  statement  of  policy, 
interpretation,  staff  manual,  or 
instruction  was  issued,  promulgated,  or 
adopted  before  4  July  1967,  it  need  not 
be  indexed  but  must  be  made  available 
in  accordance  with  subparagraph  (1)  of 
this  paragraph.  In  determining  whether 
an  order,  opinion,  statement  of  policy, 
interpretation,  staff  manual,  or 
instruction  is  likely  to  be  used  or  relied 
upon  as  precedent,  the  primary  test  will 
be  whether  it  is  intended  to  provide 
binding  guidance  for  decisions  or 
evaluations  by  subordinates,  or  for 
future  decisions  by  the  same  authority 
in  adjudications  of  cases  affecting  the 
public,  where  similar  facts  or  issues  are 
presented. 

(d)  Fee  Assessment.  (1)  Fees  may  not 
be  used  to  discourage  requests,  arid  to 
this  end  FOI  fees  are  limited  to  standard 
charges  for  direct  document  search  and 
duplication.  Documents  may  be 
furnished  without  charge  or  at  a  reduced 
charge  when  the  releasing  authority 
determines  that  waiver  or  reduction  of 
the  fees  is  in  the  public  interest  because 
furnishing  the  information  can  be 
considered  as  primarily  benefiting  the 
general  public.  Based  on  this  guidance. 


the  DoD  has  established  a  liberal  fee 
schedule,  outlined  in  appendix  A  of  this 
Part  1285. 

(2)  In  order  to  be  as  responsive  as 
possible  to  FOIA  requests,  while 
minimizing  unwarranted  costs  to  the 
taxpayer,  DLA  activities  will  adhere  to 
the  following  procedures: 

(i)  If  the  requester  declares  an 
unwillingness  to  pay  fees  and  does  not 
substantiate  a  request  for  waiver,  and  if 
it  appears  that  the  direct  search  and 
reproduction  costs  associated  with  the 
request  will  exceed  the  automatic 
waiver  threshold,  the  request  need  not 
be  processed  and  the  requester  will  be 
so  informed. 

(ii)  If  the  requester  declares  a 
willingness  to  pay  fees  up  to  a  specified 
amount  and  does  not  substantiate  a 
request  for  waiver,  then  the  specified 
amount  or  the  automatic  waiver 
threshold,  whichever  is  greater,  will  not 
be  exceeded  without  the  consent  of  the 
requester. 

(iii)  If  the  requester  makes  no 
declaration  concerning  fees  and  does 
not  substantiate  a  request  for  waiver, 
and  if  it  appears  that  the  direct  search 
and  reproduction  fees  to  be  assessed 
will  exceed  the  automatic  waiver 
threshold,  the  request  will  not  be 
processed  until  the  requester  is  advised 
of  anticipated  charges  and  agrees  to  pay 
them. 

(iv)  Activities  may  require  payment  of 
all  or  a  portion  of  estimated  fees  before 
processing  a  request. 

(v)  Subsequent  requests  from  persons 
who  fail  to  discharge  fee  obligations 
need  not  be  processed  until  previous 
obligations  have  been  discharged  or 
waived. 

(e)  Records  Management.  FOIA 
records  will  be  maintained  and  disposed 
of  in  accordance  with  DLAM  5015.1, 

Files  Maintenance  and  Disposition. 

(f)  FOIA  Exemptions.  The  following 
types  of  records  may  be  withheld  from 
public  disclosure  unless  otherwise 
prescribed  by  law: 

(1)  Those  properly  and  currently 
classified  in  the  interest  of  national 
defense  or  foreign  policy,  as  specifically 
authorized  under  the  criteria  established 
by  executive  order  and  implemented  by 
regulations,  such  as  DoD  5200.1-R  and 
DLA  Supplement  1  to  DoD  5200.1-R. 

(2)  Those  containing  or  constituting 
rules,  regulations,  orders,  manuals, 
directives,  and  instructions  relating  to 
the  internal  personnel  rules  or  practices 
of  DLA,  if  tljeir  release  to  the  public 
would  substantially  hinder  the  effective 
performance  of  a  significant  function  of 
DoD  and  they  do  not  impose 
requirements  directly  on  the  general 
public.  Examples  include: 


(i)  Those  rules,  guidelines,  and 
manuals  for  DoD  investigators, 
inspectors,  auditors,  or  examiners,  that 
must  remain  privileged  in  order  for  DLA 
to  fulfill  a  legal  requirement. 

(ii)  Personnel  and  other  administrative 
matters,  such  as  examination  questions 
and  answers  used  in  training  courses  or 
in  the  determination  of  the  qualifications 
of  candidates  for  employment,  entrance 
on  duty,  advancement,  or  promotion. 

(3)  Those  concerning  matters  that  a 
statute  specifically  exempts  from 
disclosure  by  terms  that  permit  no 
discretion  on  the  issue,  or  in  accordance 
with  criteria  established  by  that  statute 
for  withholding  or  referring  to  particular 
types  of  matters  to  be  withheld. 

Examples  of  statutes  are: 

(i)  National  Security  Agency 
Information  Exemption,  Pub.  L.  86-36, 
Section  6  (reference  (c)J. 

(ii)  Patent  Secrecy,  35  U.S.C.  181-188 
(reference  (k)).  Any  records  containing 
information  relating  to  inventions  that 
are  the  subject  of  patent  applications  on 
which  Patent  Secrecy  Orders  have  been 
issued. 

(iii)  Restricted  Data  and  Formerly 
Restricted  Data,  42  U.S.C.  2162 
(reference  (m)). 

(iv)  Communication  Intelligence,  18 
U.S.C.  798  (reference  (o)). 

(4)  Those  containing  trade  secrets  or 
commercial  or  financial  information  that 
DLA  receives  from  a  person  or 
organization  outside  the  government 
with  the  understanding  that  the 
information  or  record  will  be  retained 
on  a  privileged  or  confidential  basis  in 
accordance  with  the  customary  handling 
of  such  records.  Records  within  the 
exemption  must  contain  trade  secrets,  or 
commercial  or  financial  records,  the 
disclosure  of  which  is  likely  to  cause 
substantial  harm  to  the  competitive 
position  of  the  source  providing  the 
information,  impair  the  government's 
ability  to  obtain  necessary  information 
in  the  future,  or  impair  some  other 
legitimate  government  interest. 

Examples  include  records  that  contain: 

(i)  Commercial  or  financial 
information  received  in  confidence  in 
connection  with  loans,  bids,  contracts, 
or  proposals,  as  well  as  other 
information  received  in  confidence  or 
privileged,  such  as  trade  secrets, 
inventions,  discoveries,  or  other 
proprietary  data. 

(ii)  Statistical  data  and  commercial  or 
financial  information  concerning 
contract  performance,  income,  profits, 
losses,  and  expenditures,  if  offered  and 
received  in  confidence  from  a  contractor 
or  potential  contractor. 

(iii)  Personal  statements  given  in  the 
course  of  inspections,  investigations,  or 
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audits,  when  such  statements  are 
received  in  confidence  from  the 
individual  and  retained  in  confidence 
because  they  reveal  trade  secrets  or 
commercial  or  financial  information 
normally  considered  confidential  or 
privileged. 

(iv)  Financial  data  provided  in 
confidence  by  private  employers  in 
connection  with  locality  wage  surveys 
that  are  used  to  fix  and  adjust  pay 
schedules  applicable  to  the  prevailing 
wage  rate  employees  within  DoD. 

(v)  Scientific  and  manufacturing 
processes  or  developments  concerning 
technical  or  scientific  data  or  other 
information  submitted  with  an 
application  for  a  research  grant,  or  with 
a  report  while  research  is  in  progress. 

(5)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraphs 
(f)(5)  (ii)  through  (v)  of  this  section, 
internal  advice,  recommendations,  and 
subjective  evaluations,  as  contrasted 
with  factual  matters,  that  are  reflected 
in  records  pertaining  to  the  decision¬ 
making  process  of  an  agency,  w’hether 
within  or  among  agencies  (as  defined  in 
5  U.S.C.  552(e)  (reference  (a)))  or  within 
or  among  DoD  Components. 

(i)  Examples  include: 

(A)  The  nonfactual  portions  of  staff 
papers,  to  include  after-action  reports 
and  situation  reports  containing  staff 
evaluations,  advice,  opinions  or 
suggestions. 

(B)  Advice,  suggestions,  or 
evaluations  prepared  on  behalf  of  DLA 
by  individual  consultants  or  by  boards, 
committees,  councils,  groups,  panels, 
conferences,  commissions,  task  forces, 
or  other  similar  groups  formed  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  advice  and 
recommendations. 

(C)  Those  nonfactual  portions  of 
evaluations  by  DLA  personnel  of 
contractors  and  their  products. 

(D)  Information  of  a  speculative, 
tentative,  or  evaluative  nature  on  such 
matters  as  proposed  plans  to  procure, 
lease,  or  otherwise  acquire  and  dispose 
of  materials,  real  estate,  facilities,  or 
functions,  when  such  information  would 
provide  undue  or  unfair  competitive 
advantage  to  private  personal  interests 
or  would  impede  legitimate  government 
functions. 

(E)  Trade  secret  or  other  confidential 
research  development,  or  commercial 
information  owned  by  the  Government, 
where  premature  release  is  likely  to 
affect  the  government’s  negotiating 
position  or  other  commercial  interests. 

(F)  Records  which  are  exchanged 
among  Agency  personnel  or  within  and 
among  elements  of  DoD  and  Federal 
Agencies  preparing  for  anticipated  legal 
proceedings  before  any  Federal,  State, 
or  military  court  or  before  any 
regulatory  body. 


(G)  Those  portions  of  official  reports 
of  inspection,  reports  of  the  Inspectors 
General,  audits,  investigations,  or 
surveys  pertaining  to  safety,  security,  or 
the  internal  management, 
administration,  or  operation  of  DLA, 
when  these  records  have  traditionally 
been  treated  by  the  courts  as  privileged 
against  disclosure  in  litigation. 

(ii)  If  any  such  intra  or  interagency 
record ~or  reasonably  segregable  portion 
of  such  record  hypothetically  would  be 
made  available  routinely  through  the 
“discovery  process"  in  the  course  of 
litigation  with  DLA,  i.e.,  the  process  by 
which  litigants  obtain  information  from 
each  other  that  is  relevant  to  the  issues 
in  a  trial  or  hearing,  then  it  should  not 
be  withheld  from  the  general  public 
even  though  discovery  has  not  been 
sought  in  actual  litigation.  If,  however, 
the  information  hypothetically  would 
only  be  made  available  through  the 
discovery  process  by  special  order  of 
the  court  based  on  the  particular  needs 
of  a  litigant,  balanced  against  the 
interests  of  DLA  in  maintaining  its 
confidentiality,  then  the  record  or 
document  need  not  be  made  available 
under  this  Part  1285. 

(iii)  Intra  or  interagency  memoranda 
or  letters  that  are  factual,  or  those 
reasonably  segregable  portions  that  are 
factual,  are  routinely  made  available 
through  “discovery,"  and  shall  be  made 
available  to  a  requester,  unless  the 
factual  material  is  otherwise  exempt 
from  release,  inextricably  intertwined 
with  the  exempt  information,  so 
fragmented  as  to  be  uninformative,  or  so 
redundant  of  information  already 
available  to  the  requester  as  to  provide 
no  new  substantive  information. 

(iv)  A  direction  or  order  from  a 
superior  to  a  subordinate,  though 
contained  in  an  internal  communication, 
generally  cannot  be  withheld  from  a 
requester  if  it  constitutes  policy 
guidance  or  a  decision,  as  distinguished 
from  a  discussion  of  preliminary  matters 
or  a  request  for  information  or  advice 
that  would  compromise  the  decision¬ 
making  process. 

(v)  An  internal  communication 
concerning  a  decision  that  subsequently 
has  been  made  a  matter  of  public  record 
must  be  made  available  to  a  requester 
when  the  rationale  for  the  decision  is 
expressly  adopted  or  incorporated  by 
reference  in  the  record  containing  the 
decision. 

(6)  Information  in  personnel  and 
medical  files,  as  well  as  similar  personal 
information  in  other  files,  that,  if 
disclosed  to  the  requester  would  result 
in  a  clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy. 

(i)  Examples  of  other  files  containing 
personal  information  similar  to  that 


contained  in  personnel  and  medical  files 
include: 

(A)  Those  compiled  to  evaluate  or 
adjudicate  the  suitability  of  candidates 
for  civilian  employment  or  membership 
in  the  Armed  Forces,  and  the  eligibility 
of  individuals  (civilian,  military,  or 
contractor  employees)  for  security 
clearances,  or  for  access  to  particularly 
sensitive  classified  information. 

(B)  Files  containing  reports,  records, 
and  other  material  pertaining  to 
personnel  matters  in  which 
administrative  action,  including 
disciplinary  action,  may  be  taken. 

(ii)  In  determining  whether  the  release 
of  information  would  result  in  a  “clearly 
unwarranted  invasion  of  personal 
privacy,”  consideration  will  be  given  to 
the  stated  or  ascertained  purpose  of  the 
request.  When  determining  whether  a 
release  is  “clearly  unwarranted,"  the 
public  interest  in  satisfying  this  purpose 
must  be  balanced  against  the  sensitivity 
of  the  privacy  interest  being  threatened. 
This  exemption  shall  not  be  exercised  in 
an  attempt  to  protect  the  privacy  of  a 
deceased  person,  but  it  may  be  used  to 
protect  the  privacy  of  the  deceased 
person’s  family. 

(iii)  Individuals’  personnel,  medical,  or 
similar  file  may  be  withheld  from  them 
or  their  designated  legal  representative 
only  to  the  extent  consistent  with  DoD 
Directive  5400.11. 

(iv)  A  clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
the  privacy  of  the  persons  identified  in  a 
personnel,  medical,  or  similar  record 
may  constitute  a  basis  for  deleting  those 
reasonably  segregable  portions  of  that 
record,  even  when  providing  it  to  the 
subject  of  the  record. 

(7)  Those  investigative  records 
compiled  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing 
civil,  criminal,  or  military  law,  including 
the  implementation  of  executive  orders 
or  regulations  issued  pursuant  to  law. 

(i)  However,  this  exemption  applies 
only  to  the  extent  that  release  of  a 
record  or  portion  of  a  record  would: 

(A)  Interfere  with  enforcement 
proceedings. 

(B)  Deprive  a  person  of  the  right  to  a 
fair  trial  or  to  an  impartial^  adjudication. 

(C)  Constitute  an  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy  of  a  living 
person,  including  surviving  family 
members  of  an  individual  identified  in 
such  a  record. 

(D)  Disclose  the  identity  of  a 
confidential  source. 

(E)  Disclose  confidential  information 
furnished  only  from  a  confidential 
source  and  obtained  by  a  criminal  law 
enforcement  authority  in  a  criminal 
investigation  or  by  an  agency 
conducting  a  lawful  national  security 
intelligence  investigation. 
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(F)  Disclose  investigative  techniques 
and  procedures  not  already  in  the  public 
domain  and  requiring  protection  against 
public  disclosure  to  ensure  their 
continued  effectiveness. 

(G)  Endanger  the  life,  physical  safety, 
or  well-being  of  law  enforcement 
personnel  or  their  families. 

(ii)  Examples  include: 

(A)  Statements  of  witnesses  and  other 
material  developed  during  the  course  of 
the  investigation  and  all  materials 
prepared  in  connection  with  related 
government  litigation  or  adjudicative 
proceedings. 

(B)  The  identity  of  firms  or  individuals 
being  investigated  for  alleged 
irregularities  involving  contracting  with 
DoD  when  no  indictment  has  been 
obtained  nor  any  civil  action  filed 
against  them  by  the  United  States. 

(C)  Information  obtained  in 
confidence,  expressed  or  implied  in  the 
course  of  a  criminal  investigation  by  a 
criminal  law  enforcement  agency  or 
office  within  a  DLA  activity,  or  a  lawful 
national  security  intelligence 
investigation  conducted  by  an 
authorized  agency  or  office  within  a 
DLA  activity.  National  security 
intelligence  investigations  include 
background  security  investigations  and 
those  investigations  conducted  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  affirmative  or 
counterintelligence  information. 

(iii)  The  right  of  individual  litigants  to 
investigative  records  currently  available 
by  law  (such  as,  the  Jencks  Act,  18 
U.S.C.  3500,  reference  (p))  is  not 
diminished. 

(iv)  When  the  subject  of  an 
investigative  record  is  the  requester  of 
the  record,  it  may  be  withheld  only  as 
authorized  by  DoD  Directive  5400.11. 

(8)  Those  contained  in  or  related  to 
examination,  operation  or  condition 
reports  prepared  by,  on  behalf  of,  or  for 
the  use  of  any  agency  responsible  for 
the  regulation  or  supervision  of  financial 
instructions. 

(9)  Those  containing  geological  and 
geophysical  information  and  data 
(including  maps)  concerning  wells. 

§  1285.4  Definitions. 

(a)  Administrative  Appeal.  A  request 
by  a  member  of  the  general  public,  made 
under  the  FOIA,  asking  the  appellate 
authority  of  DLA  to  reverse  an  IDA 
decision  to  withhold  all  or  part  of  a 
requested  record  or  to  deny  a  request  for 
waiver  or  reduction  of  fees. 

(b)  Appellate  Authority.  The  Director, 
DLA  or  designee. 

(c)  FOIA  Request.  A  written  request 
for  DLA  records  made  by  a  member  of 
the  public  who  either  explicitly  or 
implicitly  invokes  the  FOIA  (5  U.S.C. 
%2). 


(d)  Initial  Denial  Authority  (IDA).  An 
official  who  has  been  granted  authority 
by  the  Director,  DLA,  to  withhold 
records  requested  under  the  FOIA  for 
one  or  more  of  the  nine  categories  of 
records  exempt  from  manadatory 
disclosure. 

(e)  Record.  (1)  The  products  of  data 
compilation,  regardless  of  physical  form 
or  characteristics,  made  or  received  by 
DLA  in  connection  with  the  transaction 
of  public  business  and  preserved  by 
DLA  primarily  as  evidence  of  the 
organization,  policies,  functions, 
decisions,  or  procedures  of  DLA. 

(2)  The  following  are  not  included 
within  the  definition  of  the  word 
“record”: 

(i)  Library  and  museum  material 
made,  acquired,  and  preserved  solely  for 
reference  or  exhibition. 

(ii)  Objects  or  articles,  such  as 
structures,  furniture,  paintings, 
sculpture,  three-dimensional  models, 
vehicles  and  equipment,  whatever  their 
historical  value,  or  value  as  evidence. 

(iii)  Commercially  exploitable 
resources,  including  but  not  limited  to 
formulae,  designs,  drawings,  maps  and 
charts,  map  compilation  manuscripts 
and  map  research  materials,  research 
data,  computer  programs,  and  technical 
data  packages  that  were  not  created  and 
are  not  utilized  as  primary  sources  of 
information  about  organizations, 
policies,  functions,  decisions  or 
procedures  of  DLA. 

(iv)  Unaltered  publications  and 
processed  documents,  such  as 
regulations,  manuals,  maps,  charts,  and 
related  geophysical  materials,  that  are 
available  to  the  public  through  an 
established  distribution  system  with  or 
without  charges. 

(v)  Anything  that  is  not  a  tangible  or 
documentary  record,  such  as  an 
individual’s  memory  or  oral 
communication. 

(vi)  Personal  notes  of  an  individual 
not  made  available  to  other  persons  in 
an  agency  and  not  Bled  with  agency 
records. 

(vii)  Information  stored  within  a 
computer  for  which  there  is  no  existing 
computer  program  or  printout, 

§  1285.5  Background. 

The  FOIA  describes  the  kinds  of 
official  records  and  information  that 
must  be  made  available  to  the  public 
and  the  kinds  of  information  that  need 
not  be  made  available  to  the  public, 
requires  facilities  be  made  available  to 
the  public  for  the  examination  and 
copying  of  records,  and  provides 
procedures  for  the  review  of  denials  to 
release  records  and  information  to  the 
public.  Requests  from  Members  of 
Congress  are  governed  by  DLAR 


5400.12,  Administration  of 
Congressional  Matters. 

§  1285.6  Significant  changes. 

This  revision  spells  out  more  clearly 
and  in  extensive  detail  the  provisions  of 
the  nine  exemptions  as  they  pertain  to 
the  withholding  of  pertinent  data.  It 
upgrades  the  uniform  agency  fees  for 
search  and  duplication,  and 
incorporates  the  prerequisites  for  the 
marking  and  safeguarding  of 
information  designated  “For  Official  Use 
Only." 

§  1285.7  Responsibilities. 

(a)  HQ  DLA 

(1)  The  Staff  Director,  Administration 
(DLA-XA)  will: 

(1)  Serve  as  the  point  of  contact  for 
referring  members  of  the  public,  except 
the  news  media,  desiring  to  examine 
and  copy  records  to  the  appropriate 
staff  element  within  HQ  DLA.  or  within 
the  DLA  Administrative  Support  Center 
having  custody  of  the  records. 

(ii)  Maintain  a  copy  of  the  material 
and  documents  referred  to  in  paragraph 
(b)(3)  of  this  section  for  examination 
and  copying  by  the  public. 

(iii)  Process  requests  for  records 
received  under  provisions  of 

§  1285.8(a)(1)  of  this  section. 

(iv)  Review  DLA  publications  to 
assure  that  those  which  meet  the  criteria 
for  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
are  prepared  in  proper  form  and 
transmitted  promptly  for  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register,  as  required  by 
DLAR  5025.19,  Publication  of  Material  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(2)  The  Special  Assistant  for  Public 
Affairs.  DLA  (DLA-B)  will  serve  as  the 
central  point  of  contact  for  the  release  of 
information  to  the  news  media. 

(3)  The  Counsel  DLA  (DLA-G)  will: 

(i)  Provide  advice  and  assistance  in 
determining  releasability  of  records. 

(ii)  Process  appeals  to  the  Director, 
DLA,  of  denials  to  provide  records. 

(iii)  Coordinate  denials  of  releases 
with  Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 

DoD,  and  the  Department  of  Justice,  as 
appropriate. 

(4)  The  Heads  of  HQ  DLA  Principal 
Staff  Elements  (PSEs)  will: 

(i)  Review  all  instructions  for  which 
they  are  the  proponent  to  ensure  that 
such  instructions  are  not  inconsistent 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Part  1285. 

(ii)  Ensure  that  the  provisions  of  this 
Part  1285  are  followed  in  processing 
requests  for  records  from  members  of 
the  public. 

(iii)  Coordinate  requests  from  the 
public  for  information  with  other  HQ 
DLA  staff  elements,  to  the  extent 
considered  necessary. 
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(iv)  Arrange  for  the  collection  of  fees 
prescribed  in  Appendix  A  associated 
with  locating  and  providing  copies  of 
documentary  material  requested. 

(v)  Furnish  DLA-XA  a  copy  of  all 
denials  to  provide  a  record  made  under 
the  provisions  of  §1285.8(b)(13).  Copies 
will  be  identified  using  the  office 
symbol,  calendar  year,  FOIA,  and 
serially  numbered,  e.g.,  DLA-X-80- 
FOIA-1. 

(vi)  Prepare  and  submit  reports  in 
accordance  with  §  1285.9(b). 

(vii)  Make  initial  determination  to 
deny  release  after  coordination  with 
DLA-G. 

(b)  The  Heads  of  DLA  Primary  Level 
Field  Activities  (PLFAs)  will: 

(1)  Ensure  that  the  provisions  of  this 
Part  1285  are  followed  in  processing 
requests  for  records  from  members  of 
the  public. 

(2)  Provide  convenient  facilities  where 
members  of  the  public  may  examine  and 
copy  documents  to  which  they  are 
entitled. 

(3)  Maintain  for  examination  and 
copying  by  the  public  a  copy  of  the 
following: 

(i)  All  publications  listed  in  §  1285.1 
above. 

(ii)  DLAH  5025.2,  DLA  Organization 
Directory,  which  reflects  the  mailing 
addresses  of  all  activities  of  DLA. 

(iii)  DLAH  5025.1,  PT  I,  Defense 
Logistics  Agency  Index  of  Publications 
(HSIs,  Handbooks,  Manuals  and 
Regulations)  which  contains,  among 
other  things,  a  topical  index  of  the 
publications  issued  by  HQ  DLA. 

(iv)  DLAM  5015.1,  Files  Maintenance 
and  Disposition,  which  contains  a 
functional  description  of  all  records  and 
files  generated  by  DLA.  This  manual 
also  contains  a  topical  index. 

(v)  A  copy  of  such  local  indexes  of 
opinions,  orders,  statements  of  policy, 
and  publications  that  may  exist,  or  that 
may  be  prepared  in  the  future. 

(4)  Arrange  for  the  collection  of  fees 
prescribed  in  Appendix  A  associated 
with  locating  and  providing  copies  of 
documentary  material  requested. 

(5)  Furnish  DLA-XA  a  copy  of  all 
denials  to  provide  a  record  made  under 
provisions  of  §1285.8(b)(13)  below.  In 
the  case  of  the  Defense  Contract 
Administration  Services  Regions,  the 
copy  will  be  forwarded  through  the 
Deputy  Director  for  Contract 
Administration  Services.  Copies  will  be 
identified  using  activity  office  symbol, 
calendar  year,  and  FOIA,  and  serially 
numbered,  e.g.,  DCSC-80-FOIA-1. 

(6)  Prepare  and  submit  reports  in 
accordance  with  §  1285.9(b)  below. 

(7)  Refer  cases  of  significance  to  DLA- 
G  for  review  and  evaluation  when  the 
issues  raised  are  unusual,  precedent 


setting,  matters  of  disagreement  among 
components,  or  otherwise  requiring 
special  attention  or  guidance. 

(8)  Establish  safeguards  to  ensure  that 
the  official  records  of  the  activity  are 
properly  safeguarded  during  the  time 
they  are  made  available  for  examination 
by  a  member  of  the  public. 

(9)  Ensure  that  internal  operating 
procedures  provide  for  prompt  response 
to  all  requests  for  records. 

(10)  Establish  a  training  program  for 
those  personnel  that  may  be  involved  in 
passing  on  requests  from  the  public  for 
records. 

§  1285.8  Procedures. 

(a)  Requests  for  Records  or  for 
Permission  to  Examine  Records.  (1) 
Members  of  the  public  may  make 
requests  in  writing  for  copies  of  records 
or  for  permission  to  examine  or  copy 
records  directly  to  the  Head  of  the  DLA 
activity  having  custody  of  the  records,  if 
the  location  of  the  document  is  known. 

If  the  location  is  not  known,  and  it  is 
reasonably  certain  that  the  document  is 
in  the  custody  of  DLA,  the  requester 
should  submit  the  request  to  HQ  DLA, 
ATTN:  DLA-XA,  Cameron  Station, 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22314. 

(2)  Requests  must  identify  each  record 
with  sufficient  particularity  to  enable 
the  custodian  to  locate  the  record  with  a 
reasonable  amount  of  effort.  Information 
as  to  where  the  record  originated,  its 
subject,  date,  number,  or  other 
identification  that  would  enable  the 
custodian  to  locate  the  document  should 
be  provided  by  the  requester  when 
possible.  The  DLA  activity  may  require 
the  requester  to  complete  a  form  to 
facilitate  efforts  to  locate  a  record  not 
otherwise  reasonably  described. 

(3)  Because  certain  information  and 
documents  are  exempt  from  the 
imposition  of  fees  under  provisions  of 
appendix  A,  the  requester  need  not 
submit  payment  for  services  with  the 
initial  written  request.  When  it  is 
anticipated  that  the  cost  of  the  record 
search  and  reproduction  of  the 
documents  may  exceed  $30.00,  the 
requester  will  be  so  advised  and 
requested  to  submit  payment  prior  to 
furnishing  the  records.  In  other 
instances,  the  requester  will  be  advised 
of  the  charges  involved  at  the  time  the 
record  is  found  and  prior  to  its  release. 

(4)  Refusal  to  make  a  record  available 
may  be  made  only  by  the  Heads  of  DLA 
PLFAs  or  the  Heads  of  HQ  DLA  PSEs. 
The  refusal  may  be  appealed  to  the 
Director,  DLA. 

(b)  Processing  Requests  for  Records  or 
for  Permission  to  Examine  Records.  (1) 
Upon  receipt  of  a  request  for  records  or 
for  permission  to  examine  records,  the 
DLA  activity  having  custody  of  the 


records  will  collect  the  documents, 
determine  whether  they  are  releasable 
under  provisions  of  this  Part  1285, 
determine  the  fees  to  be  charged  and 
advise  the  requester  accordingly. 

(2)  If  the  request  is  for  permission  to 
examine  releasable  records,  the 
requester  will  be  advised  as  to  where 
and  when  during  normal  working  hours 
he  may  appear  for  this  purpose.  Every 
reasonable  effort  will  be  made  to 
accommodate  individuals  granted 
permission  to  examine  records; 
however,  overtime  is  not  authorized  for 
this  purpose. 

(3)  The  DLA  official  having  custody 
and  control  of  any  DLA  record, 
requested  by  a  member  of  the  public,  is 
authorized  to  make  such  record 
available  unless  the  record  falls  within 
one  of  the  exemptions  listed  in 

§  1285.3(f)  above.  In  such  case,  the 
request  will  be  referred  promptly  to  the 
Head  of  the  PLFA  or  the  Head  of  a  HQ 
DLA  PSE,  as  appropriate.  The  marking 
or  absence  of  the  marking  “FOR 
OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY”  does  not  relieve 
the  official  who  is  authorized  to  release 
the  record  from  the  responsibility  of 
reviewing  the  requested  record  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  whether  an 
exemption  under  §  1285.3(f)  above  is 
applicable. 

(4)  The  official  designated  by  DLA  to 
make  initial  determinations,  if  not  a 
public  affairs  officer,  should  consult 
with  the  appropriate  public  affairs 
officer  to  determine  if  the  subject  matter 
is  considered  to  be  newsworthy.  The 
Public  Affairs  Officer  will  be  advised  of 
all  requests  from  news  media 
representatives.  In  addition,  public 
affairs  officers  will  be  informed  in 
advance  whenever  a  record  containing 
potentially  newsworthy  material  is  to  be 
released  or  to  be  withheld  when  it  is 
likely  that  the  withholding  action  will  be 
publicly  challenged. 

(5)  Initial  determinations  will 

normally  be  made  within  10  working 
days  of  the  date  a  request  is  received  by 
the  official  designated  to  respond  for  the 
type  of  record  sought,  providing  the 
requester  indicates  a  willingness  to 
reimburse  the  DLA  activity  for  any 
search  and  duplication  costs  incurred  in 
providing  the  record.  If  the  willingness 
of  the  requester  to  reimburse  the  DLA 
activity  for  any  required  search  and 
duplication  costs  is  not  expressed  in  the 
request,  this  issue  must  be  resolved 
before  the  time  for  responding  begins  to 
run.  The  requester  will  be  contacted  as 
expeditiously  as  possible,  usually  by 
telephone,  for  assurance  of  his  intent  to 
reimburse  the  Government  for  these 
costs.  1 
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(6)  When  the  request  is  received  by 
someone  other  than  the  records 
custodian,  it  will  be  forwarded  promptly 
to  the  records  custodian  with  the  period 
for  response  commencing  upon  his 
receipt. 

(7)  When  a  request  is  received  for 
records  which  were  obtained  by  DLA 
from  a  non-U.S.  Government  source  and 
because  of  the  source  and  the  nature  of 
the  records  or  information,  there  is 
reason  to  believe  that  the  source  of  the 
information  or  records  may  object  to 
release  and  may  have  an  enforceable 
right  to  prevent  release,  prompt 
notification  of  intended  release  shall  be 
given  to  the  source.  Release  will 
normally  be  withheld  until  the  source 
has  a  reasonable  time  to  comment  on 
the  proposed  release.  Comments 
received  will  be  considered  in 
determining  the  releasability  of  the 
document.  When  the  source  advises  that 
it  is  seeking  a  restraining  order  or  other 
court  action  to  prevent  release,  release 
will  normally  not  be  made  pending  the 
outcome  of  the  court  action. 

(8)  When  a  decision  is  made  to 
release  a  record,  it  will  be  fovvarded 
promptly  to  the  requester,  upon  receipt 
of  any  required  payment  for  search  and 
duplication. 

(9)  In  all  cases  where  the  time  for 
response  may  become  an  issue,  the 
official  responsible  for  replying  will 
acknowledge  to  the  requester  the  date  of 
the  receipt  of  the  request,  for  purposes 
of  determining  time  limits. 

(10)  If  additional  time  is  needed  in 
unusual  circumstances  to  respond  to 
requests  for  records,  the  DLA  activity 
will  acknowledge  the  request  in  writing 
within  the  10-day  period,  briefly  cite  one 
of  the  unusual  circumstances  requiring 
delay,  and  indicate  the  anticipated  date 
for  substantive  response  which  may  not 
exceed  10  additional  working  days. 
Unusual  circumstances  that  may  justify 
delay  are: 

(i)  The  requested  records  are  located 
in  whole  or  part  at  places  other  than  the 
office  processing  the  request. 

(11)  The  request  requires  the  collection 
and  coordination  of  a  substantial 
number  of  records. 

(iii)  Consultation  is  required  with 
other  DoD  components  or  agencies 
having  substantial  interest  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  requested  records  to 
determine  whether  the  records 
requested  in  whole  or  part  are  exempt 
from  disclosure,  in  accordance  with 
§  1285.3(f)(1)  above,  or  should  be 
released  as  a  matter  of  discretion. 

(11)  The  extension  of  time  for 
responding  to  an  initial  request  must  be 
approved  on  a  case-by-case  basis  by 
DLA-G. 


(12)  Requests  for  records  will  be 
denied  only  by  the  Head  of  a  DLA  PLFA 
or  the  Head  of  a  HQ  DLA  PSE  upon  a 
determination  after  consultation  with 
the  appropriate  Office  of  Counsel  that: 

(i)  The  record  is  subject  to  one  or 
more  of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in 
§  1285.3(f)  and  a  significant  and 
legitimate  Governmental  purpose  is 
served  by  withholding  it. 

(ii)  The  record  cannot  be  found 
because  it  has  not  been  described  with 
sufficient  particularity  to  enable  the 
DLA  activity  to  locate  it  with  a 
reasonable  amount  of  effort. 

(13)  When  a  request  for  a  record  or 
records  is  denied  in  whole  or  part,  the 
designated  official  who  has  made  the 
determination  will  explain  to  the 
requester  in  writing  (with  at  least  one 
additional  copy),  the  basis  for  the 
determination  that  he  may  appeal  the 
denial  to  the  Director,  DLA,  and  that 
such  appeals  should  contain  the  basis 
for  disagreement  with  the  denials. 

(i)  Inability  to  process  any  part  of  the 
request  within  the  specified  time  will  be 
explained  to  the  requester,  with 
notification  that  delay  may  be  treated  as 
an  initial  denial  with  a  right  to  appeal, 
or  that  he/she  may  agree  to  await  a 
substantive  response  by  an  anticipated 
date.  It  will  be  made  clear  that  any  such 
agreement  does  not  prejudice  the  right 
of  the  requester  to  appeal  the  initial 
decision  after  it  is  made. 

(ii)  The  explanation  of  the  substantive 
basis  for  a  denial  will  include  both 
specific  citation  of  the  exemption 
applied  under  the  authority  of  §  1285.3(f) 
above,  and  a  short  discussion  of  the 
significant  and  legitimate  Governmental 
purpose  served  by  invoking  an 
exemption.  Reference  to  the  marking 
“FOR  OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY”  on  the 
requested  record  does  not  constitute  a 
proper  citation  or  explanation  of  the 
basis  for  invoking  an  exemption. 

(iii)  The  name  and  title  or  position  of 
the  official  responsible  for  the  denial 
will  be  included  in  the  written  response 
to  the  requester. 

(iv)  When  the  initial  denial  is  based  in 
whole  or  part  on  a  security  classification 
pursuant  to  §  1285.3(f)(2)(i)  above,  the 
explanation  will  include  a  summary  of 
the  paragraph  or  paragraphs  contained 
in  DLA  Supplement  1  to  DoD  5200.1-R 
which  set  forth  the  criteria  or  rationale 
for  the  current  classification  of  the 
requested  record.  In  addition,  it  will 
advise  the  requester  of  his  optional  right 
under  DoD  5200.1-R  and  DLA 
Supplement  1  to  DoD  5200.1-R  to  seek 
declassification  review  of  a  record  more 
than  10  years  old. 

(v)  Copies  of  all  initial  denials  will  be 
maintained  by  each  DLA  activity  in  a 
form  suitable  for  rapid  retrieval, 


periodic  statistical  compilation,  and 
management  evaluation. 

(vi)  When  there  is  good  reason  to 
believe  that  the  requester  will  appeal 
the  denial,  the  record,  the  letter  of 
denial,  and  such  other  information  as 
will  assist  the  Director,  DLA,  will  be 
promptly  forwarded  to  DLA-G  in  order 
to  permit  timely  response  of  the 
anticipated  appeal. 

(14)  Final  determination  on  appeals 
will  normally  be  made  within  20 
working  days  of  the  receipt  of  the 
appeal  by  DLA-G.  Misdirected  appeals 
will  be  forwarded  promptly  to  DLA-G 
with  the  period  for  response 
commencing  upon  their  receipt,  which 
should  be  acknowledged.  If  additional 
time  is  needed  to  decide  the  appeal 
because  of  unusual  circumstances,  as 
described  in  paragraph  (b)(10)  of  this 
section,  the  final  determination  may  be 
delayed  for  the  number  of  working  days, 
not  to  exceed  10,  which  were  not 
utilized  as  additional  time  for 
responding  to  the  initial  request. 

(15)  A  final  denial  to  provide  a 
requested  record  will  be  made  in  writing 
by  the  Director,  DLA.  Such  a  denial  will 
be  made  in  accordance  with  appeal 
procedures  prescribed  in  this  Part  1285 
and  will  include,  as  a  minimum,  the 
following  elements: 

(i)  The  basis  for  the  denial  will  be 
explained  to  the  requester,  in  writing, 
both  with  regard  to  the  applicable 
exemption  under  §  1285.3(f)  above,  and 
the  significant  and  legitimate 
governmental  purpose  served  by  its 
withholding.  More  particularly: 

(A)  When  the  final  denial  is  based  in 
whole  or  part  on  a  security 
classification,  pursuant  to 

§  1285.3(f)(2)(i)  above,  the  explanation 
will  include  a  statement  that  the  record 
meets  the  cited  criteria  and  rationale  of 
DLA  Supplement  1  to  DoD  5200.1-R  and 
that  this  determination  is  based  on  a 
declassification  review.  A  brief 
explanation  of  why  that  review 
confirmed  the  continuing  validity  of  the 
security  classification  will  also  be 
included. 

(B)  The  requester  will  be  advised  of 
his  optional  right  to  seek 
declassification  of  the  record  by  the 
appropriate  component  Classification 
Review  Committee  established  pursuant 
to  DoD  5200.1-R. 

(C)  Appeals  from  a  denial  by  the 
appropriate  component  Classification 
Review  Committee  may  be  made  to  the 
Interdepartmental  Classification  Review 
Committee,  established  pursuant  to 
Executive  Order  11652,  March  8, 1972,  in 
lieu  of  immediate  judicial  review. 

(D)  The  written  final  denial  will 
include  the  name  and  title  or  position  of 
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the  official  responsible  for  the  denial 
and  of  the  provision  for  judicial  review 
of  the  denial  set  forth  in  Appendix  C 
below. 

(ii)  No  final  denial  will  be  made 
without  prior  consultation  with  the 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel  of  DoD 
when  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  the 
requester  will  file  a  complaint  in  a  U.S. 
District  Court  to  force  release  of  the 
denied  record. 

(iii)  Copies  of  ALL  final  denial  letters 
will  be  maintained  by  DLA-G  in  a 
central  repository.  Whenever  a 
complaint  is  filed  in  a  U.S.  District  Court 
to  force  release  of  the  record,  a  copy  of 
the  final  denial  letter  from  DLA  will  be 
forwarded  to  the  General  Counsel  of 
DoD.  DLA-G  will  also  furnish  to  the 
General  Counsel  a  copy  of  the 
requesters  complaint  and  the  DLA 
litigation  report. 

(iv)  When  the  denial  to  provide  the 
record  is  based  in  whole  or  in  part  on  a 
security  classification,  pursuant  to 

§  1285.3(f)  (1)  and  (3)(i)  above,  the 
litigation  report  will  include  an  affidavit 
from  the  Director,  DLA,  for  this  purpose 
explaining  in  as  much  detail  as  national 
security  interests  permit  the  basis  under 
applicable  statute,  executive  order,  and 
regulations  for  the  current  security 
classification  of  the  requested  record. 

(16)  The  costs  of  searching  for  and 
duplicating  a  requested  record  must  be 
paid  or  waived  in  accordance  with 
Appendix  A.  The  time  limits  for 
responding  to  requests  will  be  computed 
from  the  date  of  receipt  from  the 
requester  of  clear  evidence  of 
willingness  to  pay  any  anticipated 
search  and  duplication  costs  under  the 
schedule  of  fees  set  forth  in  Appendix  A 
for  providing  the  requested  record.  The 
record  need  not  be  forwarded  until 
actual  receipt  of  payment. 

(c)  Release  and  Authentication  of 
Copies  of  Official  Records. 

(1)  Records  available  to  a  person, 
requesting  them  under  §  1285.3(b)  above, 
will  be  authenticated  with  an 
appropriate  seal  whenever  necessary  to 
fulfill  an  official  governmental  or  other 
legal  function. 

(2)  Records  exempt  from  release  to  a 
person  requesting  them  may, 
nevertheless,  be  authenticated  on 
request,  and  released  in  accordance 
with  this  Part  1285  to  local,  state,  or 
other  Federal  Governmental  bodies, 
whether  legislative,  executive, 
administrative,  or  judicial,  as  follows: 

(i)  To  the  courts  whenever  ordered,  as 
appropriate  to  the  proper  administration 
of  justice. 


(ii)  To  the  Congress,  in  accordance 
with  DLAR  5400.12. 

(iii)  To  local  and  State  legislative 
bodies,  in  accordance  with  the 
determination  of  the  Director,  DLA. 

(iv)  To  other  Federal  agencies,  both 
executive  and  administrative  as 
determined  by  the  Director,  DLA. 
consistent  with  efficient  administration 
and  in  accordance  with  law,  including 
Pub.  L.  93-579,  5  U.S.C.  552a,  The 
Privacy  Act  of  1974. 

(v)  To  local  and  state  executive  and 
administrative  agencies  as  determined 
by  the  Director,  DLA. 

(d)  Reasons  for  Not  Releasing  a 
Record.  There  are  six  reasons  provided 
by  the  FOIA  for  not  complying  with  a 
request  for  a  record.  They  are: 

(1)  The  information  requested  is  not  a 
record  within  the  meaning  of  the  FOIA 
and  this  Part  1285. 

(2)  A  record  has  nof  been  described 
with  sufficient  particularity  to  enable 
DLA  to  locate  it  by  conducting  a 
reasonable  search. 

(3)  The  requester  has  failed 
unreasonably  to  comply  with  procedural 
requirements,  including  payment  of  fees, 
imposed  by  this  Part  1285. 

(4)  DLA  determines  through 
knowledge  of  its  files  and  reasonable 
search  efforts  that  it  does  not  hold  the 
requested  record.  (A  “no  record” 
determination  is  not  considered  a 
denial;  therefore,  an  appeal  is  not 
appropriate.) 

(5)  DLA  determines  that  the  request 
should  be  handled  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Privacy  Act. 

(6)  The  record  is  denied  in  accordance 
with  procedures  set  forth  in  the  FOIA 
and  this  Part  1285. 

(e)  Denial  Tests.  To  deny  a  requested 
record  that  has  been  located,  DLA  must 
determine  that  the  denial  meets  the 
following  tests: 

(1)  The  record  is  included  in  one  or 
more  of  the  nine  categories  of  records 
exempt  from  mandatory  disclosure  as 
provided  by  the  FOIA  and  outlined  in 
this  Part  1285. 

(2)  A  significant  and  legitimate 
government  purpose  is  served  by 
withholding  the  record. 

(f)  Reasonably  Segregable  Portions. 
Although  portions  of  some  records  may 
be  denied,  the  remaining  reasonably 
segregable  portions  must  be  released  to 
the  requester  when  the  meaning  of  these 
portions  is  not  distorted  by  deletion  of 
the  denied  portions  and  when  it 
reasonably  can  be  assumed  that  a 
skillful  and  knowledgeable  person  could 
not  reconstruct  the  excised  information. 
When  a  record  is  denied  in  whole,  the 
response  advising  the  requester  of  that 
determination  will  specifically  state  that 


it  is  not  possible  to  reasonably  segregate 
meaningful  portions  of  the  reeord  for 
release. 

§  1285.9  Reports. 

(a)  An  annual  report  will  be  prepared 
by  DLA-XA  from  statistics  furnished  bv 
HQ  DLA  PSEs  and  PLFAs  for  the 
preceding  calendar  year  on  those  items 
prescribed  by  ASD(PA)  on  or  before  1 
February.  The  responsibility  for 
submission  of  the  data  for  each  item  will 
be  as  indicated  following  each  item  (see 
Appendix  D).  The  feeder  reports  for  the 
subject  annual  report  will  be  prepared 
by  the  Heads  of  DLA  PLFAs  and  Heads 
of  HQ  DLA  PSEs  for  submission  in 
duplicate  to  DLA-XA  on  or  before  15 
January  each  year.  Negative  reports  are 
required.  RCS  DD-PA(TRA&A)1365  is 
assigned  to  this  report. 

(b)  A  tri-annual  cost  report  will  be 
prepared  by  DLA-XA  from  statistics 
furnished  by  HQ  DLA  PSEs  and  PLFAs 
for  the  following  periods:  Jan-Apr,  May- 
Aug,  and  Sep-Dec  each  year  and 
submitted  to  DLA-XA  in  duplicate  15 
days  after  the  close  of  each  4-month 
reporting  period.  The  data  in  this  report 
falls  into  three  areas:  costs  attendant  to 
administration  of  the  FOIA  Program;  the 
amount  collected  from  the  public;  and 
the  number  of  reportable  requests  and 
appeals.  See  Appendix  D  for  the 
required  format. 

Appendix  A — Fee  Schedule 

Application,  Assessment,  Computation, 
Collection,  and  Fee  Rates 

1.  Application.  The  fee  rates  listed  below 
reflect  direct  search  and  duplication  costs, 
collection  of  which  are  permitted  by  the 
FOIA.  They  are  neither  intended  to  imply 
that  fees  must  be  charged  in  connection  with 
providing  information  to  the  public  in  the 
routine  course  of  business,  nor  are  they 
meant  as  a  substitute  for  any  other  schedule 
of  fees. 

2 .  Fee  Assessment 

a.  Minimum  fees  shall  not  be  charged. 

b.  When  direct  search  and  duplication 
costs  for  a  single  FOIA  request  total  less  than 
$30.00,  fees  should  be  waived  automatically. 
DLA  activities,  however,  may  set  aside  the 
automatic  waiver  provision  when,  on  the 
basis  of  good  evidence,  the  activity  can 
demonstrate  that  waiver  of  fees  is  not  in  the 
public  interest.  Multiple  requests  from  a 
single  requester  or  from  those  acting  in  behalf 
of  a  single  requester  in  an  effort  to  take 
advantage  of  the  waiver  may  create  a 
situation  in  which  waiver  should  be  denied 
by  the  activity. 

c.  Decisions  to  waiver  or  reduce  fees  that 
exceed  the  automatic  waiver  threshold  shall 
be  made  on  a  case-by-case  basis.  However,  , 
the  following  circumstances  describe  the 
most  common  circumstances  in  which  waiver 
or  reduction  of  fees  are  most  likely  to  be 
warranted. 
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(1)  No  record  is  located  or  all  records  are 
denied.  However,  fee  charges  are  appropriate 
if  the  requester  insists  upon  a  search  and 
agrees  to  such  fees  after  being  informed  that 
the  search  is  likely  to  be  nonproductive  or 
that  the  records  are  all  likely  to  be  exempt 
from  release. 

(2)  A  record  is  voluntarily  created  to 
preclude  an  otherwise  burdensome  effort  to 
provide  voluminous  amounts  of  available 
records  including  additional  information  not 
requested. 

(3)  The  records  are  to  be  made  available  in 
response  to  a  news  media  requester  whose 
requests  under  this  regulation  are  reasonable 
in  scope  and  frequency. 

(4)  The  record  is  for  a  nonprofit  public 
interest  group  and  the  subject  of  the 
requested  record  is  known  to  be  of  wide 
public  interest,  and  furnishing  the 
information  can  be  considered  as  primarily 
benefiting  the  general  public. 

(5)  A  previous  denial  is  reversed  in  whole 
or  in  part  and  the  search  and  reproduction 
costs  involved  are  not  substantial. 

3.  Computation  of  Fees.  The  fee  schedule 
contained  herein  is  used  to  compute  the 
search  and  duplication  costs  associated  with 
processing  a  given  FOIA  request.  Search  fees 
shall  be  computed  based  on  time  actually 
spent.  Neither  time-based  nor  dollar-based 
minimum  charges  for  search  and  duplication 
are  authorized. 

4.  Collection  of  Fees.  Collection  of  charges 
and  fees  need  not  be  made  in  advance  of 
rendering  the  service  unless  the  costs  are 
expected  to  exceed  the  fee  waiver  threshold 
and  the  requester  has  not  indicated  a 
willingness  in  writing  to  pay.  It  frequently  is 
more  practical  to  collect  charges  and  fees  at 
the  time  of  providing  the  service  or  property 
to  the  recipient  when  the  requester 
specifically  states  that  the  cost  involved  shall 
be  acceptable  or  acceptable  up  to  a  specified 
limit  that  covers  anticipated  costs.  Collection 
of  fees  in  advance  is  an  appropriate 
requirement  only  when  the  requester  has  not 
agreed  in  writing  to  pay  the  anticipated  fee  or 
has  not  honored  previous  commitments  to 
pay  fees. 

5.  Fee  Rates 

a.  Search  Fees 

(1)  Manual  Search 


Type 

Grade 

Hour¬ 

ly 

rate 

(dol¬ 

lars) 

6 

Professional . 

01-06/GS9-GS-15. 

16 

Executive . . . 

07/GS16/ES1  and 
above 

26 

(2)  Computer  search  is  based  on  direct  cost 
of  the  central  processing  unit,  input-output 
devices,  and  memory  capacity  of  the  actual 
'computer  configuration. 

(3)  Actual  cost  of  transporting  records  or 
personnel  to  the  search  site  may  be  included. 

b.  Duplication  Fees 


.  Type 

Cost 

per 

page 

(cents) 

.  01 

Office  Copy . 

.  10 

Microfiche . 
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c.  Audiovisual  Documentary?  Materials. 
Search  costs  are  computed  as  for  any  other 
record.  Duplication  cost  is  the  actual  direct 
cost  of  reproducing  the  material,  including 
the  wage  of  the  person  doing  the  work. 
Audiovisual  materials  provided  to  a 
requester  need  not  be  in  reproducible  format 
or  quality. 

d.  Other  Records.  Direct  search  and 
duplication  cost  for  any  record  not  described 
above  shall  be  computed  in  the  manner 
described  for  audiovisual  documentary 
material. 

Appendix  B — For  Official  Use  Only  (FOUO) 

Identification,  Marking,  Release, 
Safeguarding,  Termination,  and  Disposal  of 
FOUO  Information 

1.  Identification 

a.  Information  that  has  not  been  given  a 
security  classification  pursuant  to  the  criteria 
of  an  Executive  Order,  but  which  may  be 
withheld  from  the  public  for  one  or  more  of 
the  reasons  cited  in  FOIA  exemptions  2 
through  9  shall  be  considered  as  being  for 
official  use  only.  No  other  material  shall  be 
considered  or  marked  "For  Official  Use 
Only "  (FOUO),  and  FOUO  is  not  authorized 
as  a  lower  form  of  classification  to  protect 
national  security  interests. 

b.  The  prior  application  of  FOUO  markings 
is  not  a  conclusive  basis  for  withholding  a 
record  that  is  requested  under  the  FOIA. 
When  such  a  record  is  requested,  the 
information  in  it  shall  be  evaluated  to 
determine  whether,  under  current 
circumstances,  FOIA  exemptions  apply  and 
whether  a  significant  and  legitimate  — 
government  purpose  is  served  by  withholding 
the  record  or  portions  of  it. 

2.  Marking  of  Records 

a.  When  to  Mark.  Marking  records  at  the 
time  of  their  creation  provides  notice  of 
FOUO  content  and  facilitates  review  when  a 
record  is  requested  under  the  FOIA.  Records 
requested  under  the  FOIA  that  do  not  bear 
such  markings,  shall  not  be  assumed  to  be 
releasable  without  examination  for  the 
presence  of  information  that  requires 
continued  protection  and  qualifies  as  exempt 
from  public  release. 

b.  Location  of  Markings 

(1)  An  unclassified  document  containing 
FOUO  information  shall  be  marked  “For 
Official  Use  Only"  at  the  bottom  on  the 
outside  of  the  front  cover  (if  any),  on  the  first 
page,  on  the  back  page,  and  on  the  outside  of 
the  back  cover  (if  any). 

(2)  Within  a  classified  document,  an 
individual  page  that  contains  both  FOUO  and 
classified  information  shall  be  marked  at  the 
top  and  bottom  with  the  highest  security 
classification  of  information  appearing  on  the 
page. 

(3)  Within  a  classified  or  unclassified 
document,  an  individual  page  that  contains 


FOUO  information  but  no  classified 
information  shall  be  marked  “For  Official 
Use  Only"  at  the  bottom  of  the  page. 

(4)  Other  records,  such  photographs,  films, 
tapes,  or  slides,  shall  be  marked  “For  Official 
Use  Only"  or  “FOUO"  in  a  manner  that 
ensures  that  a  recipient  or  viewer  is  aware  of 
the  status  of  the  information  therein. 

(5)  FOUO  material  transmitted  outside  DoD 
requires  application  of  an  expanded  marking 
to  explain  the  significance  of  the  FOUO 
marking.  This  may  be  accomplished  by  typing 
or  stamping  the  following  statement  on  the 
record  prior  to  transfer: 

This  document  contains  information 
EXEMPT  FROM  MANDATORY 
DISCLOSURE  under  the  FOIA.  Exemptions 
.  .  •  apply. 

3.  Release  and  Transmission  Procedures. 
Until  FOUO  status  is  terminated,  the  release 
and  transmission  instructions  that  follow 
apply: 

a.  FOUO  information  may  be  disseminated 
within  DLA  and  between  officials  of  DLA 
and  DoD  contractors,  consultants  and 
grantees  to  conduct  official  business  for  DoD. 
Recipients  shall  be  made  aware  of  the  status 
of  such  information,  and  transmission  shall 
be  by  means  that  preclude  unauthorized 
public  disclosure.  Transmittal  documents 
shall  call  attention  to  the  presence  of  FOUO 
attachments. 

b.  DLA  holders  of  FOUO  information  are 
authorized  to  convey  such  information  to 
officials  in  other  departments  and  agencies  of 
the  executive  and  judicial  branches  to  fulfill  a 
government  function,  except  to  the  extent 
prohibited  by  the  Privacy  Act  Records  thus 
transmitted  shall  be  marked  “For  Official  Use 
Only”,  and  the  recipient  shall  be  advised  that 
the  information  has  been  exempted  from 
public  disclosure,  pursuant  to  the  FOIA.  and 
that  special  handling  instructions  do  or  do 
not  apply. 

c.  Release  of  FOUO  information  to 
Members  of  Congress  is  governed  by  DoD 
Directive  5400.4.  Release  to  the  General 
Accounting  Office  (GAO)  is  governed  by  DoD 
Directive  7650.1.  Records  released  to  the 
Congress  or  GAO  should  be  reviewed  to 
determine  whether  the  information  warrants 
FOUO  status.  If  not,  prior  FOUO  markings 
shall  be  removed  or  effaced.  If  withholding 
criteria  are  met,  the  records  shall  be  marked 
FOUO  and  the  recipient  provided  an 
explanation  for  such  exemption  and  marking. 
Alternatively,  the  recipient  may  be  requested, 
withoat  marking  the  record,  to  protect  against 
its  public  disclosure  for  reasons  that  are 
explained. 

d.  Records  containing  FOUO  information 
shall  be  transported  in  a  manner  that 
precludes  disclosure  of  the  contents.  When 
not  commingled  with  classified  information. 
FOUO  information  may  be  sent  via  first-class 
mail  or  parcel  post.  Bulky  shipments,  such  as 
distributions  of  FOUO  Directives  or  testing 
materials,  that  otherwise  qualify  under  postal 
regulations  may  be  sent  by  fourth-class  mail. 

e.  Each  part  of  electrically  transmitted 
messages  containing  FOUO  information  shall 
be  marked  appropriately.  Unclassified 
messages  containing  FOUO  information  shall 
contain  the  abbreviation  "FOUO"  before  the 
beginning  of  the  text.  Such  messages  shall  be 
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transmitted  in  accordance  with 
communications  security  procedures  in  ACP- 
121  (US  Supp  1)  for  FOUO  information. 

4.  Safeguarding  FOUO  Information 

a.  During  normal  working  hours,  records 
determined  to  be  FOUO  shall  be  placed  in  an 
out-of-sight  location  if  the  work  area  is 
accessible  to  non-Govemmental  personnel. 

b.  At  the  close  of  business,  FOUO  records 
shall  be  stored  so  as  to  preclude 
unauthorized  access.  Filing  such  material 
with  other  unclassified  records  in  unlocked 
files  or  desks,  etc.,  is  adequate  when  normal 
U.S.  Government  or  Government-contractor 
internal  building  security  is  provided  during 
nonduty  hours.  When  such  internal  security 
control  is  not  exercised,  locked  buildings  or 
rooms  normally  provide  adequate  after-hours 
protection.  If  such  protection  is  not 
considered  adequate,  FOUO  material  shall  be 
stored  in  locked  receptacles  such  as  file 
cabinets,  desks,  or  bookcases.  FOUO  records 
that  are  subject  to  the  provisions  of  P.L.  86- 
36,  National  Security  Information  Exemption, 
shall  meet  the  safeguards  outlined  in  any 
system  notice  for  that  group  of  records. 

5.  Termination.  The  originator  or  other 
competent  authority,  e.g.,  initial  denial  and 
appellate  authorities,  shall  terminate  "For 
Official  Use  Only”  markings  or  status  when 
circumstances  indicate  that  the  information 
no  longer  requires  protection  from  public 
disclosure.  When  FOUO  status  is  terminated, 
all  known  holders  shall  be  notified  to  the 
extent  practical.  Upon  notification,  holders 
shall  efface  or  remove  the  “For  Official  Use 
Only”  markings,  but  records  in  file  or  storage 
need  not  be  retrieved  solely  for  that  purpose. 

6.  Disposal 

a.  Nonrecord  copies  of  FOUO  materials 
may  be  destroyed  by  tearing  each  copy  into 
pieces  to  preclude  reconstructing,  and  placing 
them  in  regular  trash  containers.  When  local 
circumstances  or  experiences  indicate  that 
this  destruction  method  is  not  sufficiently 
protective  of  FOUO  information,  local 
authorities  may  direct  other  methods  but 
must  give  due  consideration  to  the  additional 
expense  balanced  against  the  degree  of 
sensitivity  of  the  type  of  FOUO  information 
contained  in  the  records. 

b.  Record  copies  of  FOUO  documents  shall 
be  disposed  of  in  accordance  with  the 
methods  in  DLAM  5015.1. 

Appendix  C — Judicial  Actions 

1.  General  A  requester  may  seek  an  order  _ 
from  a  United  States  District  Court  to  compel 
release  of  a  record  after  administrative 
remedies  have  been  exhausted;  i.e.,  when 
refused  a  record  by  the  Director,  DLA,  or  an 
appellate  designee,  or  when  DLA  has  failed 
to  respond  within  the  time  limits  prescribed 
by  the  FOIA  and  set  forth  in  this  regulation. 

2.  Jurisdiction.  The  requester  may  bring  suit 
in  the  United  States  District  Court  in  the 
district  in  which  the  requester  resides  or  is 
the  requester's  place  of  business,  in  the 
district  in  which  the  record  is  located,  or  in 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

3.  Burden  of  Proof.  The  burden  of  proof  is 
on  DLA  to  justify  its  refusal  to  provide  a 
record.  The  court  will  evaluate  the  case  de 
novo  (anew)  and  may  elect  to  examine  any 
requested  record  in  camera  (in  private)  to 
determine  whether  the  denial  was  justified. 


4.  Actions  by  the  Court. 

a.  When  DLA  has  failed  to  make  a 
determination  within  the  statutory  time  limits 
but  can  demonstrate  due  diligence  in 
exceptional  circumstances,  the  court  may 
retain  jurisdiction  and  allow  DLA  additional 
time  to  complete  its  review  of  the  records. 

b.  If  the  court  determines  that  the 
requester's  complaint  is  substantially  correct, 
it  may  require  the  United  States  to  pay 
reasonable  attorney  fees  and  other  litigation 
costs. 

c.  When  the  court  orders  the  release  of 
denied  records,  it  may  also  issue  a  written 
finding  that  the  circumstances  surrounding 
the  withholding  of  the  records  raise  questions 
whether  DLA  personnel  acted  arbitrarily  and 
capriciously.  In  these  cases,  the  special 
counsel  of  the  Merit  System  Protection  Board 
will  conduct  an  investigation  to  determine 
whether  or  not  disciplinary  action  is 
warranted.  DLA  is  obligated  to  take  the 
action  recommended  by  the  special  counsel. 

d.  The  court  may  punish  the  responsible 
official  for  contempt  when  DLA  fails  to 
comply  with  the  court  order  to  produce 
records  that  it  determines  have  been 
withheld  improperly. 

5.  Non-United  States  Government  Source 
Information.  A  requester  may  bring  suit  in  a 
U.S.  District  Court  to  compel  the  release  of 
records  obtained  from  a  non-Govemment 
source  or  records  based  on  information 
obtained  from  a  non-Govemment  source. 
Such  source  shall  be  notified  promptly  of  the 
court  action.  When  the  source  advises  that  it 
is  seeking  court  action  to  prevent  release,  the 
DoD  Component  shall  defer  answering  or 
otherwise  pleading  to  the  complainant  as 
long  as  permitted  by  the  Court  or  until  a 
decision  is  rendered  in  the  court  action  of  the 
source,  whichever  is  sooner. 

8.  Litigation  Status  Sheet.  Freedom  of 
Information  managers  in  DLA  will  be  aware 
of  litigation  under  the  FOIA.  Such 
information  will  provide  management 
insights  into  the  use  of  the  nine  exemptions 
by  DLA  personnel.  The  Litigation  Status 
Sheet  attached  provides  a  standard  format 
for  recording  information  concerning  FOIA 
litigation  and  forwarding  that  information  to 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 
Whenever  a  complaint  under  the  FOIA  is 
filed  in  a  U.S.  District  Court,  the  DoD 
Component  named  in  the  complaint  will 
forward  a  Litigation  Status  Sheet,  with  items 
1  through  6  completed,  and  a  copy  of  the 
complaint  to  the  Director  of  Freedom  of 
Information  and  Security  Review,  Office  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  (Public 
Affairs).  A  revised  Litigation  Status  Sheet 
will  be  provided  at  each  stage  of  the 
litigation. 

Litigation  Status  Sheet 

1.  Case  Number* 

2.  Requester 

3.  Document  Title  or  Description 

4.  Litigation 

a.  Date  Complaint  Filed 

b.  Court 

c.  Case  File  Number* 

5.  Defendants  (agency  and  individual) 

6.  Remarks:  (brief  explanation  of  what  the 
case  is  about) 


‘Number  used  by  DLA  for  reference  purposes. 


7.  Court  Action 

a.  Court’s  Finding 

b.  Disciplinary  Action  (as  appropriate) 

8.  Appeal  (as  appropriate) 

a.  Date  Complaint  Filed 

b.  Court 

c.  Case  File  Number* 

d.  Court's  Finding 

e.  Disciplinary  Action  (as  appropriate) 

Appendix  D — FOI  Annual  Report — CY 

Reporting  Activity  - 

Date  Completed  - 

Item  1.  Total  number  of  initial 
determinations  not  to  comply  with  a  request 
for  records.  (PSEs,  DASC  offices/ divisions, 
and  all  PLFAs.) 

a.  Number  of  completed  public  requests 


b.  Number  of  completed  reportable 

requests - 

c.  Number  of  instances  where  at  least  one 
of  the  nine  statutory  exemptions  was  cited 


d.  Number  of  instances  where  other 

authority  was  cited - 

Note. — A  reportable  request  is  that  portion 
of  an  FOIA  request  resulting  in  a  single 
record  or  group  of  records  pertaining  to  one 
general  subject  area  being  acted  upon  by  one 
IDA  who  concludes  that  a  single  type  of 
determination  applies.  Example:  A  single 
public  request  that  requires  the  action  of 
three  IDAs  in  determining  if  a  record  under 
their  jurisdiction  is  to  be  released  would  be 
counted  as  three  reportable  requests,  but  one 
public  request.  Records  released  by  two  IDAs 
in  response  to  one  public  request  would  be 
counted  as  two  reportable  requests. 

Item  2.  Provide  statistics  on  the  specific 
authorities — statutory  exemptions,  statutes, 
and  categories  of  other  reasons  used  In  the 
totals  above.  (PSEs,  DASC  offices/di  visions, 
and  all  PLFAs.) 

a.  Exemptions  invoked  on  initial 
determination; 


Number  ot 

Exemptions  (552(a))  times 

invoked 


(1).. — 

(2) . . 

(3)  - 

(4)  . 

(5)  . 

(6) .. - 

(7)... . 

(6) . - 

<9>... . 


b.  Statute  and  number  of  times  invoked 


c.  Other  reasons  cited  on  initial 
determination  and  number  of  times  each: 
(1)  Transferred  Request  (Appeal) 


(2)  Lack  of  Records - 

(3)  Failure  of  Requester  to  Reasonably 

Describe  Record - 

(4)  Other  Failures  by  Requesters  to  Comply 
with  Published  Rules  and/or  Directives 


(5)  Request  (Appeal)  Withdrawn  by 
Requester - 
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Item  3.  Provide  the  name  and  title  of 
person{s)  cited  as  IDA  followed  thereafter  in 
two  subcolumns  by  the  number  of  times  each 
person  cited  exemptions  on  other  authority 
categories  (the  vertical  column  or  totals  must 
match  item  1).  (PSEs  and  all  PLFAs) 


Name  Title 


Participation 

Exemption 


Item  4.  Provide  the  number  of  appeals  that, 
upon  review,  were  granted,  granted  in  part,  or 
denied,  followed  by  a  total  of  those  three 
numbers.  (DLA-G  only) 

a.  Granted - 

b.  Granted  in  part - 

c.  Denied - 

Total - 

Item  5.  Repeat  the  three  statistical 
requirements  of  item  2  for  the  appeals  that 
were  granted  in  part  or  denied.  (DLA-G  only) 

Item  6.  Repeat  Item  3  for  appellate 
authorities  including  both  subcolumn 
statistics.  (DLA-G  only) 

Item  7.  When  a  court  determines  that  DLA 
records  were  improperly  withheld  and  issues 
a  finding  raising  questions  on  the  actions  of 
DLA  personnel,  provide  a  copy  of  each  such 
court  opinion  or  order,  a  copy  of  the  Office  of 
Personnel  Management  finding  and 
recommendation  on  each  such  proceeding; 
and  a  report  of  any  disciplinary  action  taken 
against  the  person  who  was  primarily 
responsible  for  improperly  withholding 
records  or  an  explanation  of  why  disciplinary 
action  was  not  taken.  (PLFAs  and  DLA-G) 

Item  8.  List  changes  or  revisions  of  DLA 
rules  or  regulations  affecting  the 
implementation  of  FOIA  followed  by  the 
Federal  Register  reference  (number,  date,  and 
page)  that  announced  the  change  or  revision 
to  the  public.  Append  a  copy  of  each  such 
change  or  revised  rule  or  regulation.  (DLA- 
XA  only) 

Item  9.  The  amount  of  fees  collected  from 
the  public  will  be  reported  triannually  to 
OASD(PA);  thus,  duplicate  annual  reporting 
by  DoD  Components  is  not  required.  (DLA- 
XA  only) 

Item  10.  Number  of  times  unusual 
circumstances  required  an  extension  of 
normal  processing  time  limits.  (DLA-G  and 
PLFAs) 

Item  11.  List  FOI  instructional  seminars, 
schools  or  courses  attended  during  the  period 
of  this  report.  (DLA-G,  DLA-K  and  all 
PLFAs) 

FOI  Tri-Annual  Cost  Report 

Reporting  activity  - 

Period  of  Report  - 

I.  Cost  of  routine  requests  processed: 

Number  of  reportable  requests  x  (cost 

factor  per  request) _ _ _  S - 

li  Personnel  costs  (civilian  and  military): 

A  Direct  costs  of  personnel  assigned  FOI 
duties  based  upon  estimated  payroll 
man-hours  by  grade: 

Total  man-hours . . 

Cost . . . . .  . 


B.  Direct  costs  for  other  personnel  involved  in 
processing  requests  not  included  above 
based  upon  accumulation  of  total  hourly 
data: 

(1)  Search  time  costs -  - 

(2)  Classification  review  and  excising 

action  costs - - 

(3)  Coordination  and  approval/denial  deci¬ 
sion  costs _  _ 

(4)  Corres.  and  form  prep,  costs.... . . .  . 

(5)  Other  activity  costs -  - 

Total  man-hour  costs _  _ 

C.  Application  of  overhead: 

(Subtotal  A)  +  (Subtotal  B)  x  (over¬ 
head  rate) _  _ 

Total  of  direct  personnel  costs  and 
overhead _  _ 

III.  Other  case  related  costs: 

A.  Computer _  _ 

B.  Office  copy  reproduction - ... _  _ 

C.  Microfiche  reproduction _  _ 

D.  Cost  of  printed  records _  _ 

Total  of  other  costs _  _ 

IV.  Other  operating  costs: 

A.  Reporting  costs* 

(1)  Operational _ _ _  _ 

(2)  User _  _ 

(3)  Overhead  (25  percent  of  (1)  and 

Total  reporting  costs _  _ 

B.  Other  costs  as  directed  or  as  can  be 
reasonably  ascertained.  Itemize  each 

expense  category  and  cost _  _ 

Total  other  operating  costs .  . 

V  Summary. 

A.  Total  costs  of  section  f  through  IV 

above _ _  _ 

B.  Amount  collected  from  requesters  this 
reporting  period: 

Search. _ _. _ _  _ 

Copy. - -  - 

C.  No.  of  requests  processed  and  com¬ 
pleted  during  this  reporting  period: 

Reportable  requests . . . .  . 

Totaiiz::z:z::zzzz  — 

*ln  the  report  for  the  last  4-month  period  (Sep-Dec)  of 
each  year  include  the  costs  attributable  to  the  annual  report 
See  end  5  to  DLAR  5000. 1 2  for  computing  this  cost. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  165 
1CCGD3-81-02-R-1] 

Safety  Zone:  Arthur  Kill,  New  York 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  to  the  Coast 
Guard's  Safety  Zone  Regulations, 
establishes  a  portion  of  the  waters  of  the 
Arthur  Kill,  Staten  Island,  New  York  as 
a  safety  zone.  This  safety  zone  is 
established  to  protect  vessels  from  a 
hazard  to  navigation  and  possible 
damage  due  to  diving  operations  in  the 
Arthur  Kill,  New  York.  No  person  or 
vessel  may  enter  or  remain  in  a  safety 
zone  without  the  permission  of  the 
Captain  of  the  Port,  New  York. 
effective  DATE:  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  12  March  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Captain  B.  E.  JOYCE,  Captain  of  the 
Port,  New  York,  Building  109,  Governors 


Island,  New  York  10004,  (212)  668-7917, 
during  normal  working  hours  8  a.m.  to 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
amendment  is  issued  without 
publication  of  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  this  amendment  is 
effective  in  less  than  30  days  from  date 
of  publication  because  of  the  short  time 
between  scheduling  of  the  event  and  its 
occurrence  making  such  procedures 
impractical.  Notice  of  the 
commencement  of  diving  operations 
was  received  only  four  days  in  advance. 
Since  this  regulation  is  in  response  to  an 
emergency  situation,  it  is  exempt  from 
the  President’s  January  29  memorandum 
on  postponement  of  regulations  and  the 
procedures  for  review  of  regulations 
contained  in  Executive  Order  12291.  It  is 
not  a  major  regulation  under  the  terms 
of  that  Order.  Extensive  local  public 
notice  has  been  given. 

DRAFTING  INFORMATION:  The  principal 
persons  involved  in  drafting  this  rule 
are:  Lieutenant  Junior  Grade  Ernest  L 
DEL  BUENO,  Jr.,  Project  Manager, 
Captain  of  the  Port,  New  York,  New 
York;  and  Lieutenant  Robert  BRUCE, 
Project  Attorney,  Legal  Office.  Third 
Coast  Guard  District,  New  York,  New 
York. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
165  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
Section  165.319  to  read  as  follows: 
Section  165.319  Arthur  Kill,  New  York. 
The  waters  of  the  Arthur  Kill,  New 
York,  extending  south  of  Port  Reading 
Reach  to  the  Staten  Island  shoreline  12 
(LLN  1758)  to  Buoy  18  (LLN  1763)  are 
established  as  a  Safety  Zone  from  6:00 
a.m.  E.S.T.  on  12  March  1981  to  6:00  p.m. 
E.D.S.T.  on  30  June  1981. 

(92  Stat.  1471,  (33  USC  1225  &  1231);  49  CFR 
1.46(n)(4)) 

Dated:  March  12. 1981. 

B.  E.  Joyce, 

Captain.  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Captain  of  the 
Port.  New  York. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10353  Filed  4-3-Bt:  8:45  „m| 
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ACTION:  Final  Rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  approving  Subsections 
16.6(c)  (4)  and  (5)  of  New  Jersey 
Administrative  Code  (N.J.A.C.)  7-27- 
16.6,  which  contain  provisions  for 
"bubbles”  involving  multiple  sources  of 
emissions  of  volatile  organic  compounds 
(VOCs).  EPA  will  not  require  that  each 
bubble  adopted  under  these  sections  be 
submitted  as  a  revision  to  the  New 
Jersey  State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP), 
on  the  grounds  that  such  VOC  bubbles 
do  not  involve  action  by  the  state 
requiring  EPA  approval  at  the  time  those 
bubbles  are  adopted.  In  addition,  EPA 
will  not  require  that  these  VOC  bubbles 
be  restricted  to  emission  points  within 
single  industrial  process  (CTG) 
categories. 

On  November  24, 1980  (45  FR  77459), 
EPA  also  proposed  several  amendments 
to  its  bubble  policy.  EPA  is  not  taking 
final  action  on  those  amendments  in  this 
notice,  but  will  do  so  in  the  near  future. 

At  that  time,  EPA  will  respond  to  the 
comments  it  received  on  the  bubble 
policy. 

DATES:  This  rule  is  effective  on  April  6, 
1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  S.  Baker,  Chief,  Air  Programs 
Branch,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  II,  26  Federal  Plaza, 

New  York,  New  York  10278,  (212)  264- 
2517. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

background  of  this  rulemaking  is 
described  in  detail  in  EPA’s  proposal 
concerning  the  New  Jersey  bubble  rules, 
45  FR  77459  (November  24, 1980).  In 
brief,  on  December  11, 1979,  EPA 
published  its  bubble  policy,  44  FR  71779, 
in  which  it  set  out  criteria  for  approval 
of  bubbles,  *  including  a  statement  that 
each  bubble  had  to  be  submitted  to  EPA 
as  a  SIP  revision.  New  Jersey  developed 
a  bubble  program  for  VOC  sources 
(Sections  16.6(c)  (4)  and  (5)  of  the  NJAC) 
and  submitted  it  to  EPA  as  part  of  its 
plan  for  demonstrating  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  ozone  ambient 
standard,  pursuant  to  Part  D  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act.  On  March  11, 1980,  when 
EPA  conditionally  approved  the  New 
Jersey  Part  D  SIP  revision,  EPA  took  no 
action  on  New  Jersey’s  bubble  rules, 
basically  because  these  rules  did  not 
provide  for  submission  of  each  bubble  to 
EPA  as  a  SIP  revision.  45  FR  15531, 

15540.  However,  EPA  reconsidered  this 
position,  and  on  November  24, 1980, 

EPA  proposed  to  conditionally  approve 
the  New  Jersey  bubble  rules  without 
requiring  that  each  bubble  adopted 
under  those  rules  be  submitted  as  a  SIP 

1  For  .i  description  of  the  term  "bubble,"  see  44  FR 
71780  (December  11, 1979). 


revision.  EPA  also  proposed  to  depart 
from  its  prior  policy  and  not  require  that 
bubbles  be  limited  to  VOC  emission 
points  in  the  same  CTG  category.  EPA 
also  proposed  certain  conditions  on  its 
proposal,  and  it  proposed  to  modify  the 
EPA  bubble  policy  to  reflect  these 
proposals  and  conditions.  45  FR  77459. 

EPA  received  comments  from  several 
state  agencies  and  affected  industries 
concerning  its  proposed  conditional 
approval  of  the  New  Jersey  bubble  rules, 
as  well  as  on  other  portions  of  the  New 
Jersey  regulations  and  the  general  EPA 
bubble  policy.  After  consideration  of 
these  comments,  EPA  has  decided  to 
fully  approve  the  New  Jersey  bubble 
rules,  provided  that  New  Jersey 
promptly  transmits  to  EPA  notice  of 
each  alternative  set  of  emission 
limitations  when  they  are  adopted 
pursuant  to  the  bubble  rules,  and,  if  EPA 
requests,  additional  relevant  supporting 
documents.  In  addition,  at  the  time  New 
Jersey  transmits  this  material  to  EPA,  it 
must  notify  the  public  that  the 
alternative  limitations  have  been 
approved. 

EPA’s  final  action  is  a  change  from 
what  it  proposed  to  do.  In  particular, 

EPA  has  deleted  several  of  its  proposed 
conditions.  EPA’s  rationale,  as  well  as 
its  response  to  the  comments  it  received, 
is  set  out  below. 

I.  Need  for  SIP  Revisions 

EPA  proposed  not  to  require  that  each 
bubble  developed  under  the  New  Jersey 
bubble  rules  be  submitted  to  EPA  as  a 
SIP  revision.  EPA’s  basis  for  this 
proposal  was  that  the  state  rules 
involved  tightly  drawn  mechanical 
procedures  for  VOC  bubbles  which 
ensured  that  use  of  the  rules  cannot 
interfere  with  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  ambient  air  quality 
standards.  For  this  reason,  EPA  felt  that 
EPA  review  of  such  bubbles  was 
unnecessary,  and  so  it  proposed  to 
exempt  the  New  Jersey  rules  from  its 
general  policy  of  case-by-case  EPA 
review.  45  FR  77460-61. 

EPA  proposed  to  exempt  hydrocarbon 
bubbles  developed  under  EPA-approved 
bubble  rules  like  New  Jersey’s  from  the 
need  to  undergo  EPA  review  as  part  of 
its  ongoing  effort  to  simplify  and 
facilitate  the  use  of  bubbles  to  reduce 
compliance  costs.  This  approach  will  aid 
in  reducing  the  time  needed  to 
implement  bubbles,  since  it  eliminates 
case-by-case  federal  review  of 
individual  hydrocarbon  bubbles  in  New 
Jersey. 

Every  commenter  supported  EPA’s 
proposal,  although  many  urged  that  EPA 
apply  the  same  approach  to  all  bubbles, 
and  not  just  exempt  hydrocarbon 
bubbles  from  EPA  review.  After 


evaluation  of  the  comments,  EPA  has 
decided  to  approve  the  New  Jersey 
bubble  rules,  but  to  defer  its  response  to 
comments  on  other  kinds  of  bubble 
rules,  since  these  are  not  at  issue  in  this 
rulemaking.  However,  while  EPA  is 
retaining  the  basic  approach  of  its 
proposal,  it  has  decided  to  amplify  its 
rationale  somewhat. 

New  Jersey’s  bubble  rules  provide 
that  a  source  covered  by  the  rules  may 
apply  to  the  state  for  permission  to  be 
bound  by  an  alternative  set  of  emission 
limitations  for  the  emission  points  at  the 
source,  provided  that  the  alternative  set 
of  limitations  does  not  result  in  an 
increase  in  total  emissions.  That  is,  the 
sum  of  those  alternative  limitations  must 
equal  the  sum  of  the  limitations  for 
those  points  previously  imposed  by  the 
SIP  in  §§  16.5(a),  16.6(a),  and  16.6(b) 
(“original  limitations”).2  This 
requirement  that  the  sum  of  the  old 
limitations  equal  the  sum  of  the  new 
ones  is  essentially  a  straightforward 
formula  for  determining  what  emission 
limitations  can  apply  to  emission  points 
at  a  particular  source,  where  the  formula 
takes  the  form: 

EL,4-ELk+  ...  +  EL„=X. 

ELi  through  ELn  are  the  new  emission 
limitations  for  the  various  emission 
points  at  the  source;  X  is  the  sum  of  the 
applicable  limitations  in  §§  16.5(a), 
16.6(a)  and  16.6(b).  When  EPA  approves 
the  New  Jersey  rules,  it  really  is 
approving  the  formula,  which  means 
that  EPA  approves  in  advance  any  set  of 
emission  limitations  which  satisfies  the 
formula.  As  a  result,  when  a  source’s 
applicable  emission  limitations  are 
changed  by  use  of  a  bubble  under  the 
—  New  Jersey  rules,  EPA,  by  approving 
these  New  Jersey  rules,  has  in  effect 
already  approved  those  alternative 
limitations.  Therefore,  although  EPA 
ordinarily  has  a  duty  under  §§  110(a)(2), 
110(a)(3),  and  110(i)  to  review  changes  in 
the  applicable  requirements  of  a  SIP,  in 
this  case  it  is  not  necessary  to  submit 
the  source’s  bubble  to  EPA  as  a  SIP 
revision. 

In  particular,  §  16.6  of  the  New  Jersey 
VOC  regulations  imposes  the  following 
requirements  on  affected  sources  in 
New  Jersey:  either  (i)  each  emission 
point  at  each  source  may  emit  no  more 
than  the  amounts  specified  in  §§  16.5(a), 
16.6(a),  and  16.6(b)  for  those  emission 
points;  or  (ii)  alternatively,  subject  to 
state  approval,  a  source  may  elect  a 
different  set  of  emission  limitations  such 
that  the  sum  of  those  limits  equals  the 
sum  of  the  original  limitations.  (Sections 

2  The  rules  further  provide  that  there  be  an 
emission  limitation  applicable  to  each  emission 
point  involved  in  the  bubble. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  65  /  Monday,  April  6,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


20553 


16.6(c)  (4)  and  (5)).  By  approving 
§  §  16.6(c)  (4)  and  (5),  EPA  has  agreed 
with  the  state  that  no  set  of  emission 
limitations  which  complies  with  these 
rules  will  interfere  with  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  ozone  ambient  air 
quality  standard,  and  so  it  has 
approved,  in  advance  of  state  approval 
of  a  bubble,  all  such  sets  of  limitations. 
Prior  to  state  approval  of  a  bubble,  the 
limitations  contained  in  §§  16.5(a), 

16.6(a)  and  16.6(b)  are  the  applicable 
requirements  of  the  SIP  for  the  purposes 
of  enforcement  under  §  113  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act.  Should  the  state  then  approve  a 
bubble  for  a  source,  then  the  applicable 
requirements  have  changed,  since  the 
source  is  now  held  to  a  different 
limitation  at  each  emission  point;  but 
there  is  no  need  for  EPA  review  of  those 
changes  because  the  state  has  merely 
approved  the  source’s  change  from  one 
set  of  limitations  approved  by  EPA  to 
another  set  also  approved  by  EPA. 

It  is  important  to  note,  however,  that 
EPA  cannot  approve  bubble  rules  unless 
it  can  be  sure  that  the  rules  will  always 
produce  legally  acceptable  results.  That 
is,  EPA  must  be  able  to  predict  with 
confidence  that  all  sets  of  emission 
limitations  that  could  be  developed 
pursuant  to  the  rules  will  be  equivalent 
in  their  impact  on  ambient  air  quality  to 
the  limitations  previously  set  out  in  the 
SIP  so  that  use  of  the  rules  will  not 
interfere  with  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  ambient  standards.  In 
some  cases,  a  bubble  rule  might 
conceivably  allow  the  state  to  set 
emission  limits  that  could  interfere  with 
attainment  and  maintenance  or  it  might 
be  imprecise,  so  that  its  results  could 
not  confidently  be  predicted  in  advance. 
In  such  a  case,  EPA  could  not  determine 
in  advance  that  all  possible  results  of 
the  rule  would  be  legally  acceptable  in 
air  quality  terms,  and  so  changes  made 
under  such  a  rule  would  have  to  be 
individually  submitted  to  EPA  as  SIP 
revisions. 

However,  as  explained  in  the 
proposed  action  on  the  New  Jersey 
bubble  rules,  VOC  bubbles  approved 
under  those  rules  can  be  assumed  to  be 
equivalent  in  their  ambient  impact  to  the 
applicable  emission  limits  set  out  in 
§  §  16.5(a),  16.6(a),  and  16.6(b)  if  the  sum 
of  the  limits  in  the  bubble  equals  that  of 
the  limits  in  those  sections.  See  45  FR 
77461  (November  24, 1980).  Since  the 
New  Jersey  bubble  rules  impose  this  as 
a  requirement,3  their  use  will  in  all  cases 
result  in  alternative  emission  limitations 


•’The  New  Jersey  rules  apply  to  VOC  bubbles 
within  a  single  plant.  However,  it  ordinarily  should 
not  be  necessary  to  confine  VOC  bubbles  to  one 
plant  in  order  to  ussure  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  ozone  ambient  standard. 


that  are  equivalent  to  those  contained  in 
§§  16.5(a),  16.6(a)  and  16.6(b)  of  New 
Jersey  SIP.  Therefore,  by  approving 
those  rules,  EPA  is  in  effect  approving  at 
this  time  all  emission  limitations 
properly  developed  under  the  rules,  so 
that  EPA  review  of  each  bubble  when  it 
is  approved  by  the  state  is  unnecessary. 

This  explanation  is  consistent  with, 
and  really  is  an  elucidation  of,  the 
rationale  stated  in  EPA’s  proposal  on 
the  New  Jersey  bubble  rules.  There,  EPA 
stated  that  while  EPA  must  ordinarily 
review  all  changes  to  the  applicable 
requirements  in  a  SIP  to  ensure  that  they 
will  not  interfere  with  attainment  and 
maintenance,  the  New  Jersey  VOC  ■ 
bubble  rules  were  so  tightly  drawn  and 
were  so  mechanical  in  operation  that 
bubbles  developed  under  them  could  not 
interfere  with  attainment  and 
maintenance  and  EPA  review  of  each 
application  of  these  rules  was  therefore 
not  necessary.  Today’s  explanation 
adds  a  gloss  to  EPA’s  earlier  rationale 
by  noting  that  EPA’s  approval  of  the 
rules  in  effect  constitutes  approval  in 
advance  of  each  alternative  set  of 
emission  limitations  developed  under 
them. 

EPA  received  many  comments  urging 
the  agency  to  expand  its  exemption  from 
EPA  review  to  all  bubbles,  as  well  as 
one  comment  challenging  EPA's 
authority  to  require  EPA  approval  of 
bubbles.  These  comments  go  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  rulemaking,  in  which  EPA 
is  exempting  only  VOC  bubbles 
developed  under  New  Jersey’s  bubble 
rules  from  case-by-case  EPA  review. 

EPA  is  now  developing  a  Federal 
Register  notice  defining  more  generally 
the  circumstances  under  which  EPA 
need  not  review  other  kinds  of  bubbles. 
EPA  will  respond  to  these  comments  in 
that  notice. 

II.  Bubbles  Involving  Sources  Outside  of 
CTG  Categories 

The  original  bubble  policy  stipulated 
that  VOC  sources  located  in 
nonattainment  areas  lacking  a  SIP 
which  demonstrates  attainment  could 
use  the  bubble  only  if  all  of  the  emission 
points  involved  were  in  the  same 
Control  Techniques  Guidelines  (CTG) 
category.  44  FR  71781.  EPA  proposed  to 
liberalize  that  requirement  by  allowing 
trades  without  regard  to  CTG  categories, 
but  in  doing  so,  EPA  stipulated  that  such 
trades  would  only  be  allowed  if 
reasonably  available  control  technology 
(RACT)  emission  levels  had  been 
defined  for  the  sources  involved  in  the 
trade  in  EPA-approved  regulations.  EPA 
noted  that  New  Jersey  required  an  85% 
reduction  in  VOC  emissions  for  all 
emission  points  in  New  Jersey,  which 
EPA  proposed  to  deem  to  be  at  least 


RACT  for  all  such  emission  points.  45 
FR  77461-62. 

The  commenters  supported  this 
liberalization,  although  one  commenter 
interpreted  the  proposal  as  allowing 
“non-CTG  bubbling.’’4  EPA  will  approve 
the  New  Jersey  rules  even  though  they 
allow  trades  among  emission  points 
which  are  not  in  categories  of  VOC 
sources  for  which  a  CTG  has  been 
issued.  It  should  be  noted,  however,  that 
this  “non-CTG  bubbling”  is  being 
approved  here  because  EPA  finds  that 
New  Jersey  requires  at  least  RACT  for 
all  sources  which  might  use  the  bubble 
rules. 

One  commenter  requested  that 
bubbles  be  allowed  regardless  of 
whether  RACT  regulations  had  been 
promulgated  for  the  sources  involved, 
arguing  that  EPA  lacked  legal  authority 
to  impose  such  a  requirement.  That 
comment  is  not  relevant  here.  EPA  will 
respond  to  it  in  its  forthcoming  revision 
of  the  bubble  policy. 

III.  Compliance  Status 

EPA  proposed  to  require  that 
alternative  emission  limitations  could  be 
approved  under  the  New  Jersey 
regulation  "only  if  all  emission  points 
involved  are  in  compliance  with  New 
Jersey’s  SIP  or  on  an  EPA-approved 
compliance  schedule."  45  FR  77463, 
proposed  40  CFR  52.1582(d)(l)(i). 

Several  comments  indicated  that  this 
requirement  was  inappropriate  because 
the  New  Jersey  regulations  established 
control  requirements  which  take  effect 
at  a  future  date.  The  New  Jersey 
Department  of  Environmental  Protection 
pointed  out  that  alternative  emission 
limitations  could  only  be  set  in 
conjunction  with  compliance  schedules 
established  under  §  §  16.5(f)(1)  and 
16.6(f)(1)  of  the  state  regulations.  (EPA 
approved  these  sections  on  March  11, 
1980,  45  FR  15540.)  Therefore,  the  state 
argued,  all  emission  points  contained  in 
a  bubble  will  be  covered  by  a 
compliance  schedule  already  approved 
by  EPA.  Consequently,  the  state 
contended  that  it  had  already  met  this 
condition. 

After  further  evaluation,  EPA  agrees 
with  the  state.  New  Jersey’s  rules 
require  compliance  by  a  certain  date, 
regardless  of  whether  the  source  is 
subject  to  the  limits  specified  in 
§  16.5(a),  16.6(a)  and  16.6(b)  or  those 
contained  in  a  bubble.  Therefore,  this 
condition  is  not  needed,  and  EPA  has 
decided  to  delete  it. 


4  That  is.  that  EPA  proposed  to  allow  bubbles 
among  VOC  emission  points  regardless  of  whether 
those  points  were  in  the  same,  or  any.  CTG 
category. 
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EPA  received  other  more  general 
comments  urging  EPA  not  to  require 
compliance  with  requirements  which 
become  applicable  at  a  future  date  as  a 
precondition  for  using  a  bubble.  Other 
commenters  argued  that  EPA  should 
drop  its  compliance  criterion  altogether. 
To  the  extent  that  these  comments  are 
not  satisfied  by  today's  action,  EPA  will 
respond  to  them  in  the  forthcoming 
Federal  Register  notice  amending  the 
bubble  policy. 

IV.  Public  Participation 

EPA  proposed  the  condition  that  New 
Jersey  must  "require  an  adequate 
opportunity  for  public  notice  and 
comment”  on  each  use  of  the  bubble 
regulation  contained  in  Subsections 
16.6(c)(4)  and  16.6(c)(5)  of  the  state 
regulations.  45  FR  77463,  proposed  40 
CFR  52.1582(d)(l)(ii). 

The  New  Jersey  Department  of 
Environmental  Protection  submitted 
procedures  that  it  has  devploped  for 
public  participation  in  bubble  decisions. 
Those  procedures  provide  for  a  30-day 
comment  period  on  all  applications  and 
a  public  hearing  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Department.  The  procedures  provide  for 
the  availability  of  documents  for  public 
inspection  at  local  offices.  Publication  of 
notice  of  bubble  applications,  which  is 
to  be  done  by  newspaper,  will  occur 
automatically  for  all  “major  bubbles” 
(where  total  allowable  emissions  from 
the  bubble  are  greater  than  100  tons  per 
year)  and  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Department  for  “minor  bubbles”  (where 
total  allowable  emissions  from  the 
bubble  are  less  than  100  tons  per  year). 

The  New  Jersey  Public  Advocate’s 
Department  was  very  much  in  favor  of 
public  participation,  noting  that  bubbles 
were  of  great  interest  to  the  public  and 
that  public  input  was  necessary.  In 
addition,  Massachusetts  indicated  it  had 
no  objection  to  simple  publication  of 
notice  that  an  application  had  been 
received,  together  with  an  optional 
hearing  if  significant  comments  or 
objections  are  received. 

On  the  other  hand,  several 
commenters  objected  to  this  condition. 
They  argued  that  adequate  opportunity 
for  public  notice  and  comment  occurs 
when  the  bubble  regulation  is  adopted 
as  part  of  the  SIP,  so  that  additional 
public  notice  on  individual  bubble 
actions  is  unnecessary.  In  addition,  they 
claimed  that  bubbles  involve  straight¬ 
forward  technical  questions  on  which 
there  is  no  need  for  a  public  hearing, 
particularly  since  overall  emissions  will 
not  increase.  Finally,  these  commenters 
pointed  out  that  the  public  notice 
requirements  impose  additional  delay 
on  processing  bubble  applications. 


In  view  of  the  fact  that  New  Jersey 
has  developed  adequate  rules  for  public 
participation  in  this  regard,  EPA  has 
concluded  that  this  condition  is  no 
longer  necessary  and  so  should  be 
deleted.  Instead,  EPA  will  require  only 
that  New  Jersey  carry  out  the 
procedures  that  it  submitted  and  that  it 
supply  to  EPA  a  copy  of  each  notice  of  a 
proposed  bubble  that  it  supplies  the 
public.  In  addition,  New  Jersey  must 
notify  the  public  of  each  bubble  after  it 
is  approved  by  the  state.  Such  notice 
need  only  state  that  a  bubble  has  been 
approved  for  a  particular  source,  as  well 
as  where  information  on  the  bubble  may 
be  found.  This  is  necessary  so  that 
citizens  may  know  what  limits  they  can 
enforce  under  Section  304  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act. 

It  should  be  noted,  however,  that  EPA 
does  not  agree  that  public  participation 
is  unnecessary  or  useless.  Members  of 
the  public  may  well  wish  to  assure 
themselves  that  the  proposed  bubble 
really  is  equivalent  to  the  otherwise 
applicable  SIP  limits,  and  their 
comments  may  alert  the  state  to 
unnoticed  errors.  EPA  therefore  believes 
that  states  should  include  public 
participation  procedures  in  their  bubble 
rules,  and  it  believes  that  the  procedures 
adopted  by  New  Jersey  are  useful  in  this 
regard.  In  any  event,  most  states  already 
have  such  procedures,  so  that  EPA 
expects  that  adequate  opportunity  for 
public  participation  will  already  be 
available  for  most  if  not  all  bubble 
transactions. 

V.  Enforceability 

EPA  proposed  a  condition  that  each 
source  owner  seeking  approval  of  a 
bubble  must  provide  EPA  a  “written 
acknowledgement  that  the  emission 
limitations  developed  pursuant  to  those 
subsections  are  fully  enforceable  by 
EPA  as  part  of  the  applicable  state 
implementation  plan  and  may  be 
enforced  pursuant  to  Section  304(a)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act.”  4£  FR  77463, 
proposed  40  CFR  52.1582(d)(l)(iii). 

Four  commenters  asserted  that  this 
requirement  was  unnecessary,  although 
another  indicated  it  had  no  objection  to 
the  requirement.  One  commenter 
pointed  out  that  the  requirement  would 
impose  a  substantial  paperwork  burden. 

EPA  agrees  that  this  condition  should 
be  deleted  as  superfluous.  By  approving 
New  Jersey’s  bubble  rules,  EPA  has  in 
effect  approved  in  advance  each  bubble 
developed  under  those  rules.  Therefore, 
the  emission  limitations  in  a  bubble 
developed  under  the  New  Jersey  rules 
are  the  applicable  requirement  in  the 
SIP  enforceable  by  EPA  and  private 
citizens  under  Sections  113  and  304(a)  of 


the  Clean  Air  Act.5  EPA  has  inserted  a 
provision  stating  this  fact  into  its 
approval  of  the  New  Jersey  bubble  rules. 
This  statement  represents  a  final 
binding  action  by  EPA. 

One  commenter  argued  that  EPA 
should  not  approve  the  New  Jersey 
bubble  rules  unless  it  found  that  New 
Jersey  had  adequate  resources  to 
enforce  bubbles  developed  under  these 
rules.  This  is  already  required  by 
Sections  110(a)(2)(F)(i)  and  172(b)(9)  of 
the  Act.  EPA  has  already  approved  New 
Jersey’s  SIP  as  meeting  these  conditions. 
See  45  FR  15531  (March  11, 1980).  The 
resources  needed  to  carry  out  the  VOC 
program  originally  approved  by  EPA  are 
also  sufficient  to  carry  out  enforcement 
of  the  bubble  program  approved  today. 

In  both  cases,  specific  emission 
limitations  will  be  applicable  to  each 
emission  point.  The  resources  needed  to 
monitor  and  enforce  the  limitations 
applicable  to  a  source  will  be  the  same 
either  under  §§  16.5(a),  16.6(a)  and 
16.6(b)  or  under  §§  16.6(c)  (4)  and  (5). 

VI.  Opportunity  for  EPA  To  Object  to 
Invalid  Bubbles 

EPA  proposed  to  review  New  Jersey 
bubble  approvals  by  requiring  that  New 
Jersey  transmit  two  separate  documents 
to  EPA  for  each  bubble:  first,  the 
proposal  submitted  by  a  source  owner 
and  second,  the  final  emission  limits 
adopted  by  the  state.  45  FR77563, 
proposed  40  CFR  52.1582(d)(l)(v).  In 
addition,  EPA  proposed  that  it  would 
have  a  30-day  period  to  object  to  any 
final  emission  limits  adopted  by  the 
state.  45  FR  77463,  proposed  40CFR 
52.1582(d)(2). 

Several  commenters  objected  to  these 
provisions.  The  commenters  argued  that 
the  proposal  undercut  state  authority, 
created  burdens  and  uncertainty  for 
industry,  was  a  waste  of  EPA’s  limited 
resources,  was  almost  as  burdensome  as 
a  formal  SIP  revision,  and  was 
unnecessary  because  New  Jersey’s 
actions  under  its  bubble  rule  simply 
involve  arithmetic  calculations  so  that 
the  probability  of  approving  an  invalid 
bubble  was  extremely  remote.  Some 
commenters  suggested  that,  instead, 

EPA  should  randomly  audit  applications 
which  have  been  approved  by  New 
Jersey  and  disapprove  the  New  Jersey 
SIP  or  take  other  action  if  EPA  finds  that 
the  state  has  failed  to  properly 
administer  the  program. 

EPA  has  decided  to  substantially 
modify  this  aspect  of  its  proposal.  First, 


r,If  this  were  not  so,  the  emission  limitations  set 
out  in  Sections  16.5(a),  16.6(a),  and  16.6(b)  for  the 
emission  points  involved  in  the  bubble  would 
remain  federally  enforceable,  largely  defeating  the 
purpose  of  the  bubble  rules. 
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EPA  has  decided  that  requiring 
submittal  of  proposed  bubble 
applications  to  EPA  is  unnecessarily 
burdensome.  However,  in  order  that 
EPA  will  know  what  emission 
limitations  bind  a  source  under  the  New 
Jersey  SIP,  the  state  must  promptly 
transmit  notice  of  each  bubble  approval 
to  EPA  after  it  approves  the  bubble.  The 
information  transmitted  by  the  state 
must  include  the  applicable  emission 
limits  before  and  after  the  bubble  was 
approved. 

Second,  EPA  has  concluded  that  it 
should  delete  the  proposal  authorizing  it 
to  object  to  bubble  approvals.  This 
provision  would  serve  little  purpose  in 
the  context  of  the  New  Jersey  bubble 
rules  and  would  create  unnecessary 
burdens  and  complexity.  However, 
while  EPA  recognizes  that  it  is  very 
unlikely  that  the  state  will  allow  invalid 
bubbles,  EPA  has  a  responsibility  to 
monitor  the  state’s  administration  of  this 
program.  See  Section  110(a)(2)(H)  of  the 
Act.  EPA  will  do  so  by  using  the 
information  supplied  by  New  Jersey  on 
each  bubble,  and  it  reserves  the  right  to 
request  additional  relevant  information 
concerning  any  bubble  on  New  Jersey’s 
bubble  program.  Should  EPA  determine 
that  bubble  applications  have  been 
approved  which  violate  provisions  of 
the  SIP,  it  will  notify  New  Jersey  of  the 
violations  and  specify  any  necessary 
remedial  measures.6  If  remedial 
measures  are  not  taken,  EPA  will  take 
appropriate  action  to  cure  the  violations. 

In  particular,  in  the  remote  event  that 
the  state  approves  an  invalid  bubble  for 
a  source,  EPA  may  elect  to  bring  an 
enforcement  action  ega  nst  that  source, 
in  which  it  will  enforce  the  original 
emission  limitations  set  out  in  §  §  16.5(a), 
16.6(a)  and  16.6(b)  of  the  New  Jersey 
SIP.7  As  EPA  stated  in  its  proposal  (45 
FR  77462),  invalid  bubbles  are  not  part 
of  the  SIP  because  they  are  issued  in 
violation  of  the  bubble  rule  contained  in 
the  SIP.  The  SIP  requires  that  a  source 
comply  either  with  §  §  16.5(a),  16.6(a) 
and  16.6(b)  or,  subject  to  state  approval, 
limitations  established  through  the 
bubble  rules  set  out  in  Sections 
16.6(c)(4)  and  (5).  Should  an  invalid 
bubble  be  approved,  the  source  wrould 

'  To  the  extent  F.PA  Region  II  audits  individual 
bubble  approvals,  it  will  attempt  to  do  so  and  notify 
the  source  of  any  significant  deficiencies  within  60 
days  of  state  approval.  This  approach  will  afford 
sources  maximum  certainty  that  their  bubbles  arc- 
consistent  with  the  SIP,  while  minimizing  the 
chance  of  reliance  on  bubbles  which  may  be  invalid 
because  they  are  not  consistent  with  the  state's 
bubble  rules. 

7  If  the  previously  applicable  emission  limitations 
were  those  contained  in  a  valid  bubble,  and  the 
state  approved  a  new.  invalid  bubble,  then  EPA 
would  enforce  the  limits  set  out  in  that  prior,  valid 
bubble. 


not  be  in  compliance  either  with  the 
original  limitations  set  out  in  Subchapter 
16  or  with  limitations  validly  established 
under  Sections  16.6(c)(4)  and  (5)  and  so 
would  be  in  violation  of  the  SIP.  The 
bubble  would  not  constitute  a  set  of 
emission  limitations  approved  in 
advance  by  EPA  through  meeting  the 
requirements  of  the  bubble  rule.  In  such 
a  situation,  the  applicable  requirement 
in  the  SIP  would  be  the  original 
limitations  in  Sections  16.5(a),  16.6(a) 
and  16.6(b),  which  EPA  could  then 
enforce.  EPA  has  inserted  a  provision 
stating  this  fact  into  its  approval  of  the 
New  Jersey  bubble  rules.  This  statement 
represents  a  final  binding  action  by 
EPA. 

VIII.  Non-Reactive  Hydrocarbons 

One  industry  commented  that  the 
New  Jersey  regulation  does  not 
differentiate  between  those  compounds 
that  are  negligibly  photochemically 
reactive  and  those  that  are  highly 
photochemically  reactive.  This 
commenter  pointed  out  that,  in  some 
cases,  the  New  Jersey  regulations  could 
allow  increases  in  emissions  of  reactive 
hydrocarbons  (numerically  balanced  by 
reductions  of  less  reactive 
hydrocarbons)  which  could  lead  to 
increased  ozone  formation. 

EPA  believes  that  this  will  not  be  a 
significant  problem  with  respect  to  New 
Jersey,  where  there  are  relatively  few 
sources  emitting  non-reactive 
hydrocarbons.  Moreover,  this  issue  was 
first  raised  only  during  the  comment 
period  on  this  rule.  Accordingly,  EPA 
will  not  at  this  time  take  action  on  this 
comment.  EPA  is  now  studying  the 
problem  of  nonreactive  hydrocarbons, 
and  it  will  respond  to  this  comment  at 
the  time  it  completes  this  analysis. 

IX.  Other  Comments 

The  New  Jersey  Department  of 
Environmental  Protection  again  objected 
to  EPA’s  requirement  that  winter 
variances  be  approved  as  SIP  revisions. 
This  requirement  was  promulgated  on 
March  11, 1980,  and  was  republished  in 
the  proposal  of  November  24, 1980  only 
to  provide  the  public  with  a  full  list  of 
the  conditions  on  approval  of  New 
Jersey’s  VOC  rules.  EPA  gave  no 
indication  that  it  intended  to  reopen  this 
issue.  In  addition,  New  Jersey  did  not 
timely  challenge  this  decision  when  it 
was  made  and  has  presented  no  new 
arguments.  EPA  therefore  will  not  delete 
this  condition. 

One  commenter  argued  that  the 
conditions  proposed  by  EPA  for 
approving  the  New  Jersey  regulation 
violated  Section  110(a)(2)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  and  were  arbitrary  and 
capricious.  The  commenter  also  argued 


that  it  was  illegal  for  EPA  to  limit 
bubble  use  to  emission  points  for  which 
RACT  has  been  defined  and  illegal  for 
EPA  to  continue  to  require  SIP  revisions 
for  non-VOC  bubbles.  In  support  of  its 
comments,  this  commenter  referred  to 
briefs  and  pleadings  it  has  filed  in 
Chemical  Manufacturers  Association  et 
al.  v.  EPA  (Civ.  No.  80-1663),  a  case 
presently  pending  before  the  U.S.  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  Third  Circuit,  in 
which  the  Chemical  Manufacturers 
Association  is  challenging  EPA's 
original  decision  to  take  no  action  on 
N.J.A.C.  7:27— 16.6(c)(4)  and  16.6(c)(5). 

EPA  will  not  respond  to  specific 
arguments  raised  in  that  case  through 
this  Federal  Register  notice.  Rather,  EPA 
will  rely  on  its  own  briefs  and  pleadings 
filed  in  that  case.  EPA  recognizes  its 
independent  obligation  to  respond  to 
comments  made  in  rulemakings. 
However,  the  questions  raised  by  this 
commenter,  where  they  are  relevant  to 
this  rulemaking,  have  been  addressed 
and  substantially  accommodated  in  the 
responses  to  comments  contained  in  this 
notice.  Many  other  points  raised  by  the 
commenter  are  irrelevant  to  the  action 
being  taken  here — approval  of  N.J.A.C. 

7: 27-16.6  (c)(4)  and  (c)(5).  They  will  be 
addressed,  where  relevant,  in  EPA’s 
forthcoming  revisions  to  its  bubble 
policy. 

Conclusion 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
comments,  EPA  approves  the  New 
Jersey  bubble  rules. 

This  rulemaking  is  being  made 
immediately  effective  because  it  enables 
sources  to  promptly  submit  or  begin 
preparing  alternative  emission 
limitations  in  order  to  meet  the  tight 
deadlines  contained  in  the  New  Jersey 
SIP. 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended,  judicial  review  of 
this  action  is  available  only  by  the  filing 
of  a  petition  for  review  in  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
appropriate  circuit  within  60  days 
Under  Section  307(b)(2),  the 
requirements  which  are  the  subject  of 
today's  notice  may  not  be  challenged 
later  in  civil  or  criminal  proceedings 
brought  by  EPA  to  enforce  these 
requirements.  In  this  case,  the 
appropriate  court  is  the  Third  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals. 

Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State 
of  New  Jersey  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  July 
1, 1980. 

This  regulation  has  been  exempted 
from  the  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  12291  by  the  Office  of 
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Management  and  Budget  pursuant  to 
Section  8(b)  of  the  Executive  Order. 

This  rulemaking  is  issued  under 
Sections  110, 172,  and  301  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  7410, 

7502,  7601. 

Dated:  Maroh  17, 1981. 

Walter  C.  Barber, 

Acting  Administrator. 

40  CFR  52.1582(d)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  52.1582  Control  strategy  and 
regulations:  Ozone  (volatile  organic 
substances)  and  carbon  monoxide. 

*  *  *  *  ★ 

(d)  Subchapter  16  of  the  New  Jersey 
Administrative  Code,  entitled  “Control 
and  Prohibition  of  Air  Pollution  by 
Volatile  Organic  Substances,”  N.J.A.C. 
7:27-16.1  et  seq.  as  submitted  to  EPA  on 
October  19, 1979  by  the  New  Jersey 
Department  of  Environmental 
Protection,  is  approved  for  the  entire 
State  of  New  Jersey,  with  the  following 
provisions  and  conditions: 

(1)  Subsections  16.6(c)(4)  and 
16.6(c)(5)  are  approved.  The  State  must 
comply  with  the  public  participation 
procedures  it  submitted  to  EPA  on 
December  19, 1980  and  must  supply  to 
EPA  a  copy  of  each  notice. of  a  proposed 
bubble  that  it  supplies  the  public.  In 
addition,  the  State  must  promptly 
transmit  to  EPA  notice  setting  forth  each 
set  of  emission  limits  approved  by  the 
state  pursuant  to  Subsections  16.6(c)(4) 
and  16.6(c)(5)  as  well  as  the  emission 
limitations  previously  applicable. 

Finally,  the  State  must  transmit  any 
relevant  additional  material  EPA  may 
request,  and  it  must  notify  the  public  of 
an  approved  set  of  emission  limits  at  the 
time  it  transmits  notice  of  those  limits  to 
EPA. 

(2)  Emission  limitations  required  by 
Subsections  16.5(a),  16.6(a)  and  16.6(b) 
are  applicable  requirements  of  the  New 
Jersey  SIP  for  the  purposes  of  Section 
113  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  shall  be 
enforceable  by  EPA  and  by  citizens  in 
the  same  manner  as  other  requirements 
of  the  SIP;  except  that  emission 
limitations  adopted  by  the  State  under 
and  which  comply  with  Subsections  ' 
16.6(c)  (4)  and  (5)  shall  be  the  applicable 
requirements  of  the  New  Jersey  SIP  in 
lieu  of  those  contained  in  Subsections 
16.5(a),  16.6(a)  and  16.6(b)  and  shall  be 
enforceable  by  EPA  and  by  citizens,  if 
the  State  meets  the  requirements  set  out 
in  paragraph  (d)(1),  above. 

(3)  Although  EPA  approves  the 
variance  provisions  in  Subchapter  7:27- 
16.9  and  7:27-16.10,  in  order  to  be 
considered  as  part  of  the  SIP,  each 


varianoe  issued  under  these  provisions 
must  be  submitted  to  and  approved  by 
EPA  as  a  SIP  revision. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10292  Filed  3-3-81;  8s45  anr) 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-38-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
46  CFR  Part  401 
[CGD  80-148] 

Great  Lakes  Pilotage  Rates 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-9244,  on  page  18716,  in 
the  issue  of  Thursday,  March  26, 1981,  in 
the  first  column,  in  the  first  paragraph 
designated  as  the  “Summary”,  the 
eleventh  line,  insert  the  word  "being” 
after  the  word  “notice”. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  195 

[Arndt.  195-20 A;  Docket  No.  PS-56A) 

Transportation  of  Liquids  by  Pipeline; 
Addition  of  Water  to  Pipelines 
Transporting  Anhydrous  Ammonia 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau  (MTB),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Further  deferral  of  effective 
date  of  final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  postpones 
until  June  30, 1981,  the  effective  date  of  a 
final  rule  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  2, 1981  (46  FR  39), 
which  required  weekly  monitoring  of  the 
water  content  of  anhydrous  ammonia 
transported  by  interstate  pipelines.  The 
MTB  has  been  directed  to  perform  a 
further  analysis  of  this  regulation’s 
benefits. 

DATE:  The  effective  date  is  deferred  until 
June  30, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Frank  Robinson,  202-426-2392. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  MTB 

published  a  final  rule  (Arndt.  195-20)  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  2, 1981 
(46  FR  39),  which  required  that 
anhydrous  ammonia  transported  by 
pipeline  be  monitored  weekly  to  assure 
a  water  content  of  at  least  0.2  percent  by 
weight.  Where  necessary,  the  rule 
required  that  water  be  added  to 
anhydrous  ammonia  to  at  least  the  0.2 
percent  level.  The  final  rule  was  to 
become  effective  February  2, 1981. 

On  January  29, 1981,  the  President 


issued  a  memorandum  to  agency  heads 
directing  that  they  issue  notices  in  the 
Federal  Register  postponing  for  60  days 
after  January  29, 1981,  the  effective 
dates  of  regulations  that  had  already 
been  issued  but  were  scheduled  to 
become  effective  during  that  60-day 
period. 

On  February  4, 1981,  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  published  a  Notice  of 
Postponement  of  Pending  Regulations 
(46  FR  10706)  which  postponed  until 
March  31, 1981,  the  effective  day  of  all 
Department  of  Transportation  rules 
covered  by  the  President’s  directive.  The 
MTB  rule  concerning  anhydrous 
ammonia  was  one  of  the  rules  affected. 
Further,  in  a  letter  dated  March  17, 1981, 
to  the  Director,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  stated:  “Since  the  use  of 
water  in  this  manner  is  already  a 
widespread  industry  practice,  it  has  not 
been  shown  that  the  additional  costs 
imposed  by  the  rule  would  bring 
commensurate  benefits.”  The  MTB  has 
been  directed  to  perform  a  further 
analysis  of  this  regulation’s  benefits. 

In  view  of  the  above,  the  effective 
date  of  the  subject  final  rule  is 
postponed  until  July  30, 1981.  No  period 
for  public  comment  is  necessary  for  this 
action  because  the  MTB  believes  that  no 
further  information  would  be  provided 
beyond  that  already  in  the  record  of  this 
rulemaking. 

The  MTB  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  consistent  with  Section  2  of 
Executive  Order  12291,  is  a  nonmajor 
rule,  and  is  an  emergency  regulation 
under  Section  8(a)(1)  of  the  Executive 
Order  because  it  would  be  impracticable 
to  follow  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
Section  3(c)(3)  of  the  Executive  Order; 
i.e.,  the  final  rule  for  which  the  effective 
date  is  extended  by  this  regulation 
would  go  into  effect  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  the  10-day  review  period 
required  by  that  section.  Pursuant  to  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  this 
regulation  will  not  result  in  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  because  this 
regulation  merely  postpones  the 
effective  date  of  a  final  rule. 

(49  U.S.C.  2002;  49  CFR  1.53(a),  and  Appendix 
A  to  Part  1) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  27, 
1981. 

L.  D.  Santman, 

Director,  Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10283  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

50  CFR  Part  215 

Reindeer  and  Fox  Hunting  on  Pribilof 
islands,  Alaska;  Removal  of  Rules 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration, 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Removal  of  final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  Under  the  authority  of  the  Fur 
Seal  Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-702)  and 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1970  (84 
Stat.  2090)  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS)  published  regulations 
on  the  hunting  of  reindeer  and  foxes  on 


the  Pribilof  Islands,  Alaska.  Since 
passage  of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims 
Act  of  1971  (Pub.  L.  92-203),  and 
subsequent  transfer  of  land  ownership 
from  the  Federal  government  to  Native 
village  corporations,  the  NMFS  no 
longer  claims  jurisdiction  over  reindeer 
and  foxes  on  these  lands.  We  have 
retained  ownership  of  only  the  fur  seal 
rookeries  on  the  Pribilof  Islands.  The 
NMFS  therefore  amends  50  CFR  215  by 
deletion  of  regulations  governing 
reindeer  and  fox  hunting  (50  CFR 
215.24). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  6, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C.  20235. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Walter  Kirkness,  Director,  Pribilof 
Islands  Program,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  1700  Westlake 
Avenue  North,  Seattle,  Washington 
98109.  Telephone:  (206)  442-7777. 

§215.24  [Removed) 

Accordingly,  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  amends  50  CFR  by 
removing  §  215.24. 

(Fur  Sea!  Act  of  1966,  Pub.  L  89-702,  80  Stat. 
1091  (16  U.S.C.  1151-1187):  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  4  of  1970,  84  Stat.  2090) 

Dated:  April  1, 1981. 

William  H.  Stevenson, 

Deputy  Assistant,  Administrator  for 
Fisheries,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Sendee. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10354  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am| 
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Proposed  Rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPOSITORY  INSTITUTIONS 
DEREGULATION  COMMITTEE 

12  CFR  Part  1204 
[Docket  No.  D-00191 

Deregulation  of  Deposit  Rate  Ceilings 

agency:  Depository  Institutions 
Deregulation  Committee. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Depository  Institutions  ^ 
Deregulation  Committee  ("Committee”) 
is  requesting  public  comment  on  two 
proposed  actions:  (1)  removal  of  the 
maximum  interest  rate  ceilings  (“caps”) 
on  2Vz  year  or  more  small  saver 
certificates  (SSCs)  while  continuing  to 
index  the  interest  rate  limitation  on 
SSCs  to  the  2  Vfe  year  yield  on  U.S. 
Treasury  securities,  and  (2) 
establishment  of  a  schedule  for  which 
rate  ceilings  on  deposits  would  be 
gradually  deregulated  starting  with 
longer  maturities  by  eliminating  such 
ceilings  or,  alternatively,  by  indexing 
interest  rate  ceilings  to  a  market  rate. 
The  proposals  are  intended  as  steps  in 
accomplishing  the  Committee’s 
objective  of  an  orderly  phase-out  and 
ultimate  elimination  of  deposit  interest 
rate  ceilings. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
May  1, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Interested  parties  are  invited 
to  submit  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  regarding  the  proposed  rules 
to  Normand  R.  V.  Bernard,  Executive 
Secretary,  Federal  Reserve  Building, 
20th  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20551.  All 
material  submitted  should  include  the 
Docket  Number  D-0019.  Such  material 
will  be  made  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  upon  request  except  as 
provided  in  Section  1202.5  of  the 
Committee’s  Rules  Regarding 
Availability  of  Information  (12  CFR 
§  1202.5). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Paul  S.  Pilecki,  Senior  Attorney,  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 


System  (202/452-3281),  F.  Douglas 
Birdzell,  Counsel,  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation  (202/389-4261), 
Allan  Schott,  Attorney-Advisor, . 
Department  of  the  Treasury  (202/566- 
6798),  Rebecca  Laird,  Senior  Associate 
General  Counsel,  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  (202/377-6446),  David 
Ansell,  Attorney,  Office  of  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency  (202/447- 
1880),  or  Robert  H.  Dugger,  Director, 
Office  of  Policy  Analysis,  National 
Credit  Union  Administration  Board 
(202/357-1090). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Depository  Institutions  Deregulation  Act 
of  1980  (Title  II  of  Pub.  L.  96-221;  12 
U.S.C.  3501  et  seq.)  (“Act”)  was  enacted 
to  provide  for  the  orderly  phase-out  and 
the  ultimate  elimination  of  the 
limitations  on  the  maximum  rates  of 
interest  and  dividends  that  may  be  paid 
on  deposit  accounts  by  depository 
institutions.  In  adopting  the  Act,  the 
Congress  determined  that  rate  ceilings 
have:  (1)  discouraged  savings;  (2) 
created  inequities  for  depositors;  (3) 
impeded  competition  among  depository 
institutions;  and  (4)  not  provided  an 
even  flow  of  funds  for  home  mortgage 
lending.  The  Congress  also  found  that 
all  depositors,  particularly  those  with 
modest  savings,  are  entitled  to  receive  a 
market  rate-of-retum  as  soon  as  it  is 
economically  feasible  for  institutions  to 
pay  such  rates. 

Under  the  Act,  authority  to  administer 
deposit  rate  ceilings  and  to  structure  the 
phase-out  of  such  ceilings  has  been 
given  to  the  Committee.  The  Act  also 
provides  that  the  Committee  can  phase 
out  rate  ceilings  by  any  or  all  of  the 
following  methods: 

(1)  gradually  increase  ceilings 
applicable  to  all  account  categories 
(however  when  increasing  rates  on  all 
existing  accounts,  the  DIDC  may  not 
exceed  market  rates); 

(2)  complete  elimination  of  limitations 
applicable  to  particular  account 
categories  (both  new  and  existing); 

(3)  creation  of  new  account  categories 
not  subject  to  limits  or  with  limits  set  at 
current  market  rates; 

(4)  by  any  combination  of  the  above 
methods;  and 

(5)  by  any  other  method. 

In  accordance  with  its  responsibilities, 
the  Committee  is  requesting  public 
comment  on  two  proposals  that  are 
intended  to  meet  the  objective  of  the 
Act.  The  first  proposal  is  designed  to 
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further  deregulation  in  the  short  run  by 
removing  the  maximum  interest  rate 
ceilings  ("caps”)  on  2Vfe  year  or  more 
small  saver  certificates  (SSCs).  An 
interest  rate  limitation  would  continue 
to  apply  to  SSCs;  the  ceiling  normally 
would  be  determined  by  the  2Vfe  year 
yield  on  U.S.  Treasury  securities.  The 
second  proposal  is  a  longer-term  plan  of 
deregulation  under  which  deposit 
interest  rate  ceilings  would  be  gradually 
deregulated  starting  with  longer 
maturities  by  eliminating  the  ceilings  or, 
alternatively,  by  indexing  interest  rate 
ceilings  to  a  market  rate.  The  Committee 
also  is  interested  in  receiving  comments 
on  other  plans  of  deregulation  of  interest 
rate  limitations.  Comment  is  requested 
by  May  1, 1981. 

Removal  of  the  Cap  on  SSCs 

The  ceiling  rate  of  interest  payable  on 
the  SSC  is  tied  to  the  average  2%  year 
yield  for  United  States  Treasury 
securities  as  determined  bi-weekly  by 
the  United  States  Treasury.  Thrift 
institutions  may  pay  interest  on  SSCs  at 
the  2V2  year  yield  announced  prior  to 
the  date  of  deposit  and  commercial 
banks  may  pay  interest  at  a  rate  25 
basis  points  lower. 

On  February  27, 1980,  prior  to  the 
establishment  of  the  Committee,  the 
Federal  regulatory  agencies  announced 
the  establishment  of  a  temporary 
maximum  on  the  SSC  ceiling  of  12 
percent  for  insured  savings  and  loan 
associations  and  mutual  savings  banks 
and  11.75  percent  for  Federally  insured 
commercial  banks.  This  action  was 
viewed  as  necessary  because  the 
agencies  believed  that  the  sudden 
increase  in  ceilings,  which  otherwise 
would  have  occurred  in  March  1980, 
would  have  been  disruptive  to  many 
financial  institutions,  particularly  those 
holding  a  high  proportion  of  long-term 
fixed-rate  loans.  The  caps  have  been 
binding  continuously  since  November 
1980.  Absent  the  cap,  the  interest 
limitation  on  SSCs  for  the  period  March 
19  through  April  1  would  be  13.55 
percent  for  thrift  institutions  and  13.30 
percent  for  commercial  banks. 

There  also  is  a  minimum  interest  rate 
ceiling  on  SSCs  of  9.50  percent  for  thrift 
institutions  and  9.25  percent  for 
commercial  banks,  although  depository 
institutions  may  pay  interest  at  rates 
lower  than  the  ceiling.  The  minimum 
interest  rate  ceiling,  which  was 
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established  effective  June  2, 1980,  would 
not  be  affected  by  the  proposal. 

The  Committee  believes  that  removing 
the  cap  on  the  SSC  interest  rate  ceiling 
would  provide  a  higher  return  to  savers 
as  well  as  give  depository  institutions 
flexibility  in  choosing  their  own  liability 
structures.  The  more  market  sensitive 
overall  yield  that  could  be  offered  could 
improve  the  competitive  position  of 
depository  institutions  vis-a-vis 
nondeposit  alternatives.  Moreover,  to 
the  extent  that  institutions  would  be 
able  to  attract  longer-term  deposits,  the 
flow  of  funds  into  the  mortgage  markets 
could  be  improved. 

Accordingly,  the  Committee  requests 
views  from  the  public  on  a  proposal  to 
remove  the  maximum  interest  rate 
ceiling  on  SSCs  of  12  percent  for  thrift 
institutions  and  11.75  percent  for 
commercial  banks  so  that  the  interest 
rate  limitation  could  be  higher  when  the 
average  yield  on  year  Treasury 
securities  exceeds  12  percent.  In 
particular,  the  Committee  is  interested 
in  comments  on  the  effect  that  this 
action  is  likely  to  have  on  the  flow  of 
funds  to  depository  institutions,  on  the 
earnings  position  of  institutions,  and  on 
the  rates-of-retum  available  to 
depositors. 

Deregulation  of  Deposit  Rate  Ceilings  by 
Maturity 

Pursuant  to  its  responsibility  to  phase 
out  deposit  rate  ceilings,  the  Committee 
is  considering  a  proposal  to  deregulate 
such  ceilings  by  maturity  of  deposit. 
Under  this  proposal,  the  Committee 
would  announce  a  schedule  for 
authorizing  new  deposit  categories  with 
no  ceilings  starting  with  longer  maturity 
deposits.  As  an  alternative,  a  schedule 
of  new  deposit  categories  with  ceilings 
indexed  to  market  rates  could  be 
established.  If  indexed  ceilings  were 
adopted  they  could  be  established  with 
or  without  a  differential  between 
commercial  banks  and  thrift  institutions. 
In  implementing  any  deregulation  plan, 
the  Committee  is  required  to  take  into 
account  whether  economic  conditions 
warrant  such  action.  In  this  regard,  any 
action  under  a  plan  could  be  accelerated 
or  delayed  depending  upon  the  ability  of 
financial  institutions  to  pay  market  rates 
as  suggested  by  the  schedule.  The 
Committee  proposes  to  implement  this 
action  according  to  the  following 
schedule: 

Maturity  of  Deposits  for  Which  Rate  Ceilings 
Would  Be  Eliminated 

Date 

July  1, 1981 — 5  years  or  more 
July  1, 1982 — 4  to  5  years 
July  1, 1983 — 2  to  4  years 
July  1, 1984 — 1  to  2  years 


July  1, 1985 — 6  months  to  1  year 
April  1, 1986 — no  ceilings  (as  required  by 

statute) 

The  table  below  presents  the  existing 
time  deposit  interest  rate  ceilings  to 
facilitate  comparisons  of  the  proposed 
program  to  the  current  ceiling  rate 
structure. 

If  a  phased  indexing  of  ceilings  were 
used,  the  ceilings  at  thrifts  and 
commercial  banks  could  be  tied  to  the 
yields  on  U.S.  Treasury  securities  of 
comparable  maturities.  Under  this 
approach,  ceilings  on  longer-maturity 
deposits  could  be  below  the  current  SSC 
ceiling  (even  with  the  caps)  if  the  U.S. 
Treasury  yield  curve  were  downward 
sloping.  To  avoid  setting  ceilings  that 
would  be  lower  than  those  possible 
under  current  regulations,  public 
comment  also  is  requested  on  tying  the 
ceilings  on  longer-term  deposits  to  the 
rates  on  comparable  maturity  Treasury 
securities  or  the  SSC  ceilings,  which 
ever  was  greater.  In  any  event,  were  the 
cap  to  be  maintained  on  the  SSC  it 
would  not  have  to  apply  to  the 
“deregulated”  instruments. 

Current  Maximum  Interest  Rates  Payable 
on  Time  Deposits 

[Percent] 


Com-  S&Ls 

Type  and  maturity  ot  deposit  mercial  and 

banks  MSBs 


Fixed  Ceiling  Time  Deposits: 

14  to  89  days.. _ 5‘/«  O 

90  days-1  year _ 5%  6 

1  to  2V4  years _ . 6  6 'A 

2  Vs  to  4  years  * _  6 ‘A  6% 

4  to  6  years  2 _  7t4  7V» 

6  to  8  years  2 _ 7*i  7V4 

8  years  or  more  3 _ _ 7%  8 

Issued  to’  government  units  (all  maturi¬ 
ties)  _ 8  8 

IRA/Keogh  (3  years  or  more) .  -  8  8 

Variable-Ceiling  Time  Deposits: 

26-week  MMCs . (1  (*) 

2  Vs  years  or  more  SSC .  O  (*) 


'  No  separate  account  category. 

2  Such  ceilings  presently  are  superseded  by  the  minimum 
interest  rate  ceilings  on  the  SSC  ot  9.50  percent  tor  thrift 
institutions  and  9.25  percent  for  commercial  banks  (see  In. 
4). 

3  Effective  for  all  26-week  MMCs  issued  beginning  June  5, 
1981.  the  interest  rate  ceilings  will  be  determined  by  the 
discount  rate  (auction  average)  of  the  most  recently  issued 
six-month  Treasury  bills  as  follows: 


Bill  rate 

Commercial 
bank  ceiling 

Thrift  ceiling 

8  75  and  above. 

Bill  rate  +  V, 

Bill  rate  +  V* 

‘percent. 

percent. 

8  50  to  8  75 _ 

Bill  rate  +  '/* 
percent. 

9.00. 

7  50  to  8  J50 . 

Bill  rate  +  V, 

BUI  rate  +  'k. 

percent. 

percent 

7.26  to  7.58 . 

7  75 _ 

Bill  rate  +  % 
percent. 

Below  725 _ 

.  7  75 _ 

7.75. 

4  Effective  for  all  SSCs  with  maturities  of  2Vfe  years  or 
more  issued  beginning  June  2,  1980,  the  oetting  rates  of 
interest  will  be  determined  by  the  2V.--year  Tieasuty  yield  as 
follows: 


Treasury  yield 


Commercial 
bank  ceiling 


Thrift  ceiling 


12.00  and 
above. 

9.50  to  12.00...... 

Below  9.50 _ 


11.75 _  12.00. 

Treasury  yield  Treasury  yield, 
less. 

9V<  percent _  9.50. 


The  Committee  believes  that  the 
development  of  its  intentions  regarding 
the  deregulation  of  interest  rate  ceilings 
is  desirable  in  order  to  facilitate 
planning  by  depository  institutions.  The 
approach  set  forth  above  addresses  the 
issue  of  providing  a  market  rate-of- 
return  to  savers  and  also  allows 
depository  institutions,  particularly 
thrift  institutions,  time  to  adjust  to  an 
environment  of  deregulated  deposit  rate 
ceilings.  Although  the  asset  powers  of 
thrifts  have  been  expanded,  it  will  be  a 
number  of  years  before  their  asset 
portfolios  are  affected  materially.  In  the 
initial  stages  of  the  phase-out  savers 
would  be  encouraged  to  place  funds  in 
longer-term  accounts,  which  could  help 
correct  the  imbalance  of  asset  and 
liability  maturities  at  thrift  institutions. 
In  addition,  to  the  extent  that  longer- 
term  deposits  are  acquired,  institutions 
may  be  more  willing  to  channel  the 
funds  into  the  housing  market. 

The  Committee  is  interested  in 
receiving  comments  on  all  aspects  of 
this  proposal,  including  other 
approaches  to  deregulation.  However,  it 
is  particularly  interested  in  receiving 
comment  on  the  following  issues: 

1.  The  desirability  of  eliminating 
ceilings  versus  establishing  indexed 
ceiling  rates. 

2.  The  appropriateness  of  the  phase¬ 
out  schedule  in  view  of  the  structure  of 
assets  and  liabilities  at  depository 
institutions. 

3.  The  impact  of  the  proposal  on  the 
flow  of  funds  to  depository  institutions. 

4.  The  implications  of  the  proposal  for 
providing  depositors  an  attractive  rate 
of  return  on  their  deposits. 

5.  The  impact  of  the  proposal  on  the 
earnings  of  depository  institutions. 

6.  The  interrelationship  of  this 
proposal  with  the  concept  of  removal  of 
the  cap  on  the  SSC. 

7.  Other  problems  or  benefits  that 
would  be  derived  from  the 
establishment  of  a  schedule  for  phasing 
out  interest  rate  ceilings. 

8.  Other  suggestions  related  to 
implementing  a  plan  of  deregulation. 

In  view  of  the  potential  benefits  that 
could  be  derived  from  these  proposed 
actions  on  the  part  of  both  depository 
institutions  and  their  customers,  the 
Committee  has  determined  that  it  is 
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appropriate  to  provide  a  thirty-day 
comment  period  on  this  matter. 
Accordingly,  comments  on  these 
proposals  should  be  submitted  by  May 
1. 1981. 

By  order  of  the  Committee.  March  31, 1981. 
Normand  R.  V.  Bernard, 

Executive  Secretary  of  the  Committee. 

[PR  Doc.  81-10287  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am| 

BiLLING  COPE  6210-G1-M 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

14CFR  Ch.  V 
Regulatory  Agenda 
agency:  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 


ACTION:  Regulatory  agenda. 


Summary:  This  regulatory  agenda 
describes  the  proposed  regulations 
being  considered  for  development  or 
amendment  by  NASA,  the  need  and 
legal  basis  for  the  actions  being 
considered,  the  name  and  telephone 
number  of  a  knowledgeable  official, 
whether  a  regulatory  analysis  is 
required,  and  the  status  of  regulations 
previously  reported. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  6,  1981. 

ADDRESS:  Director,  Information  Systems 
Division  (Code  NSM-12),  Office  of 
Management  Operations,  NASA 
Headquarters,  Washington,  D.C.  20546. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Margaret  M.  Herring,  202-755-3140. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Executive  Order  12291,  “Federal 
Regulation,”  and  NASA  Management 
Instruction  1410.10C,  “Federal  Register: 
Delegation  of  Authority  and 
Requirements  for  Publication  of  NASA 
Documents,”  require  that  a  regulatory 
agenda  of  proposed  regulations  under 
development  and  review  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  the  first  Monday 
in  April  and  the  first  Monday  in 
October. 

A.  M.  Lovelace, 

Acting  Administrator. 

March  19, 1981. 


National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration— Regulatory  Agenda 


Description 


Legal  citation 


Regulation 
analysis  required 


Space  Transportation  System 
(STS)  insurance  indemnifica¬ 
tion  requirements. 


Space  Transportation  System, 
reimbursement  for  Spacelab 

Services. 


STS  services  for  users  of  small 
self-contained  payloads 


Space  Transportation  System 
The  authority  of  the  Space 
Transportation  System  (STS) 
Commander. 


Coordination  of  NASA  facilities 
planning  projects. 


Describes  the  policy  on  when  Pub.  L.  96-48.... 
users  of  the  Space  Transpor¬ 
tation  System  must  obtain  fi¬ 
nancial  protection  against 
third-party  claims  and  the  con¬ 
ditions  under  which  NASA  will 
provide  insurance  or  indemni¬ 
fication  of  users 

Describes  the  policy  for  Space-  42  U.S.C.  2473 . 
lab  services  provided  by 
NASA  to  users 


Describes  the  policy  for  services  42  U.S.C.  2473 .. 
provided  by  NASA  to  users  of 
small  seif-contained  payloads 
and  the  implementaton  of  the 
policy.  . 


Proposed  rule  published  in  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  Vol.  45.  No. 
219,  Nov.  10,  1980.  Com¬ 
ments  due  by  Jan.  9,  1981, 
and  were  received  from  sev¬ 
eral  individuals.  Entities  being 
reviewed  and  expect  a  final 
rule  to  be  published  in  next  3 
months. 

Final  rule  being  prepared.  Pro¬ 
posed  rule  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register,  Vol.  45. 
No.  188,  Sept.  25.  1980. 
Comments  received  from  sev¬ 
eral  people.  Entities  being  re¬ 
viewed  and  expect  a  final  rule 
to  be  published  in  next  3 
months. 

Final  rule  published  in  Federal 
Register,  Vol.  45,  No.  215, 
Nov.  4,  1980. 


Final  rule  published  on  March  7, 
1980  (45  FR  14845-14846) 
setting  forth  authority  of  STS 
Commander.  This  proposed 
amendment  will  define  Flight 
Director  and  state  that  the 
Flight  Director  will  relieve 
Commander  if  Commander  is 
unable  to  cany  out  response 
bilities. 

Establishes  policy  and  proce¬ 
dures  for  coordinating  NASA 
facilities  planning  or  projects 
with  states,  area-wide,  and 
local  planning  authorities  and 
clearinghouses.  14  CFR 
1204.15  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  Authority  paragraph:  it 
updates  citations,  and  in¬ 
cludes  the  coordination  re¬ 
quirements  of  14  CFR  1216.3. 
14  CFR  1204.11,  and  14  CFR 
1216.2 


Pub.  L.  85-586;  72  Stat.  426;  42  Final  rule;  amendment  in  draft 
U.S.C.  2473,  2455;  18  U.S.C.  stage, 

799;  Art.  VIII,  TIAS  6347  (18 
U.S.C.  2410) 


National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  2451  et  seq.).  Proce¬ 
dures  for  Implementing  the 
Provisions  of  the  NEPA;  OME 
Circular  A-95,  Coastal  Zone 
Management  Act  of  1972; 
Floodplain  and  Wetlands  Man¬ 
agement;  Title  IV  of  Intergo- 
vemment  Coop  Act  of  1968; 
and  Section  204  of  the  Dem¬ 
onstration  Cities  and  Metro¬ 
politan  Development  Act  of 
1966. 


Final  rule.  Amendment  in  draft 
stage.. 


Robert  J.  Wojtal,  Office  of  Gen-  No, 
eral  Counsel,  NASA  Head¬ 
quarters,  Washington,  D.C. 
20546.  202/755-3169. 


Robert  Hallermann,  Office  of  No. 
Space  Transportation  Oper¬ 
ations,  NASA  Headquarters, 
Washington,  D.C.  20546,  202/ 
755-3303. 


Donna  J.  Miller,  Manager,  Small 
Self-Contained  Payloads  Pro¬ 
gram,  Office  of  Space  Trans¬ 
portation  Operations,  NASA 
Headquarters,  Washington, 
D.C.  20546,  202/755-2427. 

Robert  T.  O'Neil,  Code  MSP-2, 
NASA  Headquarters,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20546,  202/755- 
2424. 


Margaret  Herring,  Code  NSM- 
12,  NASA  Headquarters, 
Washington,  D.C.  20546,  202/ 
755-3140, 


Note  —There  are  no  proposed  regulations  to  report  in  this  agenda  that  are  likely  to  have  a  significant  impact  on  a  substantia'  number  of  small  entities. 


|H(  Doc.  81-9552  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  <ur,| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  71 

I  Airspace  Docket  No.  81-ANW-1] 

Revision  to  Crescent  City,  Calif., 
Transition  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to  alter 
the  Crescent  City,  Calif.,  transition  area 
to  provide  additional  controlled 
airspace  to  accommodate  radar  arrival 
and  departure  procedures.  This  would 
provide  more  efficient  air  traffic  service 
to  the  airspace  users  along  with  fuel 
savings  by  radar  vectoring  procedures  in 
this  area. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  4, 1981. 

ADDRESSES: 

Send  comments  on  the  proposal  in 
triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA  Northwest 
Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Docket  No.  81-ANW-l, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98108. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined  at 
the  following  location:  FAA,  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  Rules  Docket 
(AGC-204),  Room  916,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

L.  Jack  Overman,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Obstructions  Branch,  AAT-230, 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8783. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director,  Northwest  Region, 
Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98108.  all  communications  received  on 
or  before  May  4, 1981,  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal 


contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  docket  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  that  would  alter  the  Crescent 
City,  Calif.,  transition  area  to  provide 
additional  controlled  airspace  to 
accommodate  radar  arrival  and 
departure  procedures  for  Crescent  City 
Airport.  The  proposed  action  would 
lower  the  existing  transition  area  floor 
in  an  area  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  10  miles 
east  and  25  miles  west  of  the  Crescent 
City  VORTAC  180°T(161°M)  and 
360°T(341°M)  radials,  extending  from  33 
miles  north  and  25  miles  south  of  the 
Crescent  City  VORTAC.  Section  71.181 
of  Part  71  was  republished  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  2, 1981  (46 
FR  540). 

ICAO  Considerations 

As  part  of  this  proposal  relates  to  the 
navigable  airspace  outside  the  United 
States,  this  notice  is  submitted  in 
consonance  with  the  International  Civil 
Aviation  Organization  (ICAO) 
International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices 
by  the  Air  Traffic  Service,  FAA,  in  areas 
outside  domestic  airspace  of  the  United 
States  is  governed  by  Article  12  of,  and 
Annex  11  to,  the  Convention  on 
International  Civil  Aviation,  which 
pertains  to  the  establishment  of  air 
navigational  facilities  and  services 
necessary  to  promoting  the  safe,  orderly, 
and  expeditious  flow  of  civil  air  traffic. 
Their  purpose  is  to  insure  that  civil 
flying  on  international  air  routes  is 


carried  out  under  uniform  conditions 
designed  to  improve  the  safety  and 
efficiency  of  air  operations. 

The  International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices  in  Annex  11 
apply  in  those  parts  of  the  airspace 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  a  contracting 
state,  derived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air 
traffic  services  are  provided  and  also 
whenever  a  contracting  state  accepts 
the  responsibility  of  providing  air  traffic 
services  over  high  seas  or  in  airspace  of 
undetermined  sovereignty.  A  contracting 
state  accepting  such  responsibility  may 
apply  the  International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  that  adopted  for 
airspace  under  its  domestic  jurisdiction. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil 
Aviation,  Chicago,  1944,  state  aircraft 
are  exempt  from  the  provisions  of 
Annex  11  and  its  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices.  As  a 
contracting  state,  the  United  States 
agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that  its  state 
aircraft  will  be  operated  in  international 
airspace  with  due  regard  for  the  safety 
of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part,  the 
designation  of  navigable  airspace 
outside  the  United  States,  the 
Administrator  is  consulting  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  10854. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (46  FR  540)  by  amending  the 
description  of  the  Crescent  City,  Calif., 
transition  area  by  deleting  line  5  and 
subsequent  description,  and  substituting 
the  following: 

VORTAC,  and  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
within  10  miles  east  and  25  miles  west  of  the 
Crescent  City  VORTAC  180°  and  360°  radials, 
extending  from  33  miles  north  and  25  miles 
south  of  the  Crescent  City  VORTAC. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  and  1110,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a), 
1354(a),  and  1510;  Executive  Order  10854  (24 
FR  9585);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.65) 

It  has  been  determined  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
that  this  proposed  rule,  at  promulgation, 
will  not  have  a  significant  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  The 
proposed  action  relates  to  matters 
concerning  a  very  limited  amount  of 
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navigable  airspace  and  will  not  cause 
any  significant  economic  impact. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  is  not  a  major  rule 
under  Executive  Order  12291,  nor  a 
significant  rule  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures,  44  FR  11034, 
since  this  action  only  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical 
requirements  for  which  frequent  and 
routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  The 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  it 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  and  a  comment 
period  of  less  than  45  days  is 
appropriate. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  February 
27, 1981. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10021  Filed  4-3-81;  8.45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

I  Airspace  Docket  No.  80-ANW-21] 

Low  Altitude  Federal  Airway  From 
Baker,  Oreg.,  to  Lewiston,  Idaho; 
Extension  of  V-182 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  to 
extend  V-182  Low  Altitude  Federal 
Airway  from  its  terminal  at  Baker, 

Oreg.,  to  Lewiston.  Idaho.  The  proposal 
would  designate  an  established  route 
with  a  lower  minimum  en  route  altitude 
(MEA)  to  handle  the  increased  traffic 
flow  in  this  area.  This  would  provide 
more  efficient  air  traffic  service  and 
savings  in  time  and  fuel  for  the  airspace 
users. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  May  4, 1981. 

ADDRESSES: 

Send  comments  on  the  proposal  in 
triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA  Northwest 
Region.  Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Docket  No.  80-ANW-21, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
Building.  Boeing  Field,  Seattle.  Wash. 
98108. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined  at 
the  following  location:  FAA  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  Rules  Docket 
(AGC-204),  Room  916.  800 
Independence  Avenue.  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

L.  Jack  Overman,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Obstructions  Branch  (AAT-230), 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20591: 
telephone:  (202)  426-8783. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director,  Northwest  Region, 
Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98108.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  May  4, 1981,  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  docket  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRM9  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  §71.123  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  that  would  extend  V-182  from 
Baker,  Oreg.,  to  Lewiston,  Idaho,  via  the 
INT  of  the  Baker  345°T(325CM)  and  the 
Lewiston  220'T(200°M)  radials. 
Designation  of  this  extended  route 
would  provide  charted  course  radials 
and  a  lower  MEA  for  the  increased 
traffic  flow  in  this  area.  Also,  savings  in 
time  and  fuel  would  be  achieved  by 
establishment  of  this  airway  segment. 
Section  71.123  of  Part  71  was 
republished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  2, 1981  (46  FR  409). 


The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (46  FR  409)  by  amending 
VOR  Airway  V-182  to  read  as  follows: 

V-182  From  Portland.  Oreg.;  The  Dalles, 
Oreg.:  Baker,  Oreg.;  INT  of  Baker  345°  and 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  220°  radials:  Lewiston, 

Idaho. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(c)  and  1354(a)):  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.65) 

It  has  been  determined  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
that  this  proposed  rule,  at  promulgation, 
will  not  have  a  significant  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  The 
proposed  action  relates  to  matters 
concerning  a  very  limited  amount  of 
navigable  airspace  and  will  not  cause 
any  significant  economic  impact. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  is  not  a  major  rule 
under  Executive  Order  12291,  nor  a 
significant  rule  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures,  44  FR  11034, 
since  this  action  only  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical 
requirements  for  which  frequent  and 
routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  The 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  it 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  and  a  comment 
period  of  less  than  45  days  is 
appropriate. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  February 
27, 1981. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10010  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  71 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  61-ACE-1] 

Extension  of  V-350  Low  Altitude 
Federal  Airway,  Kans. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

Summary:  This  notice  proposes  to 
extend  V-350  Low  Altitude  Federal 
Airway  from  its  terminal  at  Wichita, 
Kans.,  to  Liberal,  Kans.  This  proposal 
would  designate  an  established  route  to 
handle  the  increased  traffic  flow  in  this 
area  into  the  inbound  arrival  gate  for 
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Wichita,  Kans.  This  would  provide  more 
efficient  air  traffic  service  and  savings 
in  time  and  fuel  for  the  airspace  user. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  May  4, 1981. 

addresses: 

Send  comments  on  the  proposal  in 
triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA  Central 
Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Docket  No.  81-ACE-l, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  601 
E.  12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 
The  official  docket  may  be  examined  at 
the  following  location:  FAA  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  Rules  Docket 
(AGC-204),  Room  916,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

L.  Jack  Overman,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Obstructions  Branch  (AAT-230), 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8783. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director,  Central  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  601  E.  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
May  4, 1981,  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  docket  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 


NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  §  71.123  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  that  would  extend  V-350  from 
Wichita,  Kans.,  to  Liberal,  Kans.,  via  the 
INT  of  the  Liberal  075°T(064°M)  and  the 
Wichita  257°T(248°M)  radials. 
Designation  of  this  extended  route 
would  provide  charted  course  radials  for 
the  increased  traffic  flow  into  the 
Wichita  inbound  arrival  gate  area.  Also, 
savings  in  time  and  fuel  would  be 
achieved  by  establishment  of  this 
airway  segment.  Section  71.123  of  Part 
71  was  republished  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  2, 1981  (46  FR  409). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
Tepublished  (46  FR  409)  by  amending 
VOR  Airway  V-350  to  read  as  follows: 

V-350  From  Liberal,  Kans.;  via  INT  Liberal 
075°  and  Wichita,  Kans.,  257°  radials; 

Wichita;  to  Chanute,  Kans.  The  airspace  at 
and  above  6.000  feet  MSL  from  8  nautical 
miles  to  54  nautical  miles  west  of  Chanute 
VOR  is  excluded  during  the  time  that  the 
Eureka  High  MOA  is  activated. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.65) 

It  has  been  determined  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
that  this  proposed  rule,  at  promulgation, 
will  not  have  a  significant  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  The 
proposed  action  relates  to  matters 
concerning  a  very  limited  amount  of 
navigable  airspace  and  will  not  cause 
any  significant  economic  impact. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  is  not  a  major  rule 
under  Executive  Order  12291,  nor  a 
significant  rule  und.er  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures,  44  FR  11034, 
since  this  action  only  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical 
requirements  for  which  frequent  and 
routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  The 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  it 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  and  a  comment 
period  of  less  than  45  days  is 
appropriate. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  February 
27, 1981. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10022  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am| 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

14  CFR  Parts  296  and  385 

[EDR-421;  ODR-24;  Docket  39485,  Dated: 
March  31, 1981] 

Liberalization  of  Rules  for  Indirect 
Cargo  Air  Carriers 

AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  CAB  is  proposing  to 
eliminate  the  registration  and  reporting 
requirements  for  air  freight  forwarders 
and  cooperative  shippers  associations, 
and  to  merge  those  two  categories  into 
one:  indirect  cargo  air  carriers.  The 
proposal  further  would  eliminate  the 
airway  bill  and  manifest  requirements 
for  the  indirect  carriers.  This  proposal  is 
part  of  the  phased  transition  to  i 
deregulated  and  more  competitiv  e 
domestic  air  cargo  system.  The 
rulemaking  is  at  the  Board’s  own 
initiative. 

DATES:  Comments  by:  June  5, 1981. 

Reply  comments  by:  June  25, 1981. 

Comments  and  other  relevant 
information  received  after  this  date  will 
be  considered  by  the  Board  only  to  the 
extent  practicable. 

Requests  to  be  put  on  the  Service  List 
by:  April  16, 1981. 

The  Docket  Section  prepares  the 
Service  List  and  sends  it  to  each  person 
listed,  who  then  serves  comments  on 
others  on  the  list. 

ADDRESSES:  Twenty  copies  of  comments 
should  be  sent  to  Docket  39485,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428, 
Individuals  may  submit  their  views  as 
consumers  without  Filing  multiple 
copies.  Copies  may  be  examined  in 
Room  711,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  as  soon  as  they  are  received. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Joseph  A.  Brooks,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428;  202-673-5442. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Two 
years  ago  the  Board  adopted  ER-1094 
(44  FR  6634,  January  31, 1979),  which 
substantially  loosened  regulatory 
control  over  the  indirect  air  cargo 
industry.  At  that  time,  the  Board 


20564 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  65  /  Monday,  April  6,  1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


eliminated  the  requirement  for  an  air 
cargo  intermediary,  acting  as  an  indirect 
air  carrier,  to  obtain  operating 
authorization  as  an  air  freight  forwarder 
or  to  file  documentation  as  a  nonprofit 
cooperative  shippers  association,  and 
exempted  these  carriers  from  the  filing 
of  tariffs.  The  Board  also  reduced  the 
reporting  requirements  for  such  carriers. 
Several  other  restrictive  requirements 
were  also  removed  or  significantly 
reduced.  The  purpose  of  that  rulemaking 
was  to  take  another  step  in  the  phased 
transition  to  a  deregulated  and  more 
competitive  air  freight  system. 

After  reviewing  the  experience  of  the 
last  2  years  in  the  indirect  air  cargo 
industry  and  the  remaining  restrictions 
on  both  air  freight  forwarders  and 
cooperative  shippers  associations,  the 
Board  has  tentatively  decided  to  take 
the  next  step  toward  complete  economic 
deregulation  of  this  part  of  air 
transportation.  Two  major  changes  are 
being  proposed:  (1)  removal  of 
registration  and  reporting  requirements 
for  air  freight  forwarders  and 
cooperatives,  and  (2)  elimination  of  the 
present  regulatory  distinction  between 
the  two  types  of  indirect  cargo  air 
carriers.  The  rules  remaining  for  indirect 
cargo  air  carriers  would  be  only  those 
legally  necessary  for  them  to  operate 
under  the  Act,  and  those  providing 
protection  for  shippers  using  these 
carriers.  Because  of  the  substantial 
changes  being  proposed  for  Part  296, 
including  various  wording  and 
organization  changes  for  clarity,  the  part 
would  be  reissued  and  retitled. 

This  proposal  would  apply  only  to 
U.S.  citizen  carriers.  It  would  not  apply 
to  foreign  indirect  carriers  or  their 
requirements  to  register  and  report 
under  14  CFR  Part  297. 

Registration  and  Reporting 
Requirements 

Under  the  Board’s  current  rule,  air 
freight  forwarders  and  cooperative 
shippers  associations  must  submit  a 
one-time  registration  with  the  Board  in 
order  to  act  as  an  indirect  air  carrier, 
and  air  freight  forwarders  and 
cooperatives  shippers  associations  both 
must  submit  annual  reports  on  their 
operations  as  indirect  air  carriers.  The 
Board  is  proposing  to  eliminate  these 
two  requirements. 

The  purpose  of  retaining  registration, 
after  operating  authorizations  were 
eliminated,  was  to  monitor  the  growth  of 
the  number  of  indirect  air  carriers  during 
this  first  step  in  the  transition  to 
deregulation.  Since  1979,  the  number  of 
registered  air  freight  forwarders  and 
cooperatives  has  more  than  tripled,  from 
450  to  over  1,500.  The  registration  form 
asks  only  the  carrier’s  name  and 


address  and  whether  it  meets  the 
citizenship  requirements  of  the  Act.  The 
primary  purpose  that  this  limited 
information  serves  is  to  show  the 
number  of  these  carriers  now  operating. 

It  also  provides  information  about 
where  they  can  be  reached  in  the  case 
of  a  consumer  complaint,  and  a  ready 
determination  whether  a  particular 
entity  claims  to  be  an  air  carrier  under 
Board  jurisdiction.  At  this  time,  there  no 
longer  appears  to  be  a  regulatory  need 
for  such  information.  The  number  and 
corporate  headquarters  of  indirect  cargo 
air  carriers  does  not  significantly  assist 
in  the  analysis  of  the  general  health  of 
the  cargo  industry  and  availability  of 
cargo  services.  If  needed,  this 
information  can  be  obtained  by  other 
means,  thus  enabling  the  Board  to 
eliminate  this  filing  burden  from  an 
industry  composed  largely  of  small 
businesses. 

The  Board  tentatively  believes  that 
elimination  of  the  registration 
information  would  not  hamper  its 
handling  consumer  complaints. 
Complaints  from  shippers  name  the 
carrier  involved.  The  Board  is  moving  to 
decentralize  its  complaint  handling 
function,  and  to  transfer  much  of  it  to 
the  States  and  localities,  which  would 
have  current  information  on  any  local 
carrier  involved  in  a  complaint.  Further, 
the  need  to  quickly  determine 
jurisdiction  of  the  Board  over  a 
particular  intermediary  has  decreased 
as  the  detailed  regulation  of  these 
carriers  has  been  reduced. 

At  present,  air  freight  forwarders  and 
cooperatives  are  required  to  file  annual 
reports  with  the  Board.  Air  freight 
forwarders  must  report  the  gross  air 
freight  forwarding  revenues,  gross  air 
freight  forwarding  expense,  net  income 
(loss)  from  forwarding  operations,  and 
the  number  of  shipments  and  number  of 
tons  of  air-freight  received  from 
customers  as  an  indirect  air  carrier. 
Cooperatives  must  report  only  traffic 
data.  When  the  Board  adopted  these 
reporting  requirements  in  1979  (ER- 
1094),  it  stated  that  they  were  necessary 
only  to  monitor  the  industry  during  the 
initial  stages  of  deregulation,  and  that 
they  would  be  phased  out  completely  in 
the  future.  The  Board  is  now  proposing 
to  eliminate  these  reports. 

The  Board  is  in  the  process  of 
reviewing  all  of  its  report  requirements 
in  order  to  eliminate  those  that  no  longer 
serve  any  government  regulatory  need, 
or  whose  costs  outweigh  their  benefit. 
The  Board’s  policy  for  continuing 
recurrent  reports  is  that  a  specific  or 
ongoing  regulatory  need  must  be 
established  for  each  report,  and  the 
users  within  the  Board  identified. 


Neither  of  these  criteria  are  met  for  the 
reporting  requirement  for  these  carriers. 
The  annual  cost  to  the  Board  in 
processing  the  reports  is  approximately 
$4,000.  The  data  that  have  been  received 
have  not  been  published.  The  Board 
tentatively  believes  that  the  processing 
cost  outweighs  the  value  of  the 
information  gained  from  continuing  this 
recurring  report  system.  The  Board  does 
not  have  a  need  to  receive  this 
information  on  a  regular  basis  to  support 
its  limited  regulation  of  the  cargo 
industry. 

The  Board's  primary  reason  for 
information  collection  is  to  provide  data 
needed  for  its  regulatory  programs  and 
responsibilities.  Persons  outside  the 
Board  and  other  government  agencies 
may,  however,  have  come  to  rely  on  the 
Board’s  reports,  such  as  this  one.  The 
indirect  carriers  themselves  have 
apparently  not  believed  this  information 
to  be  of  value  to  the  Board.  In  1980,  only 
21  percent  of  the  registered  indirect 
carriers  filed  these  reports,  even  with 
routine  follow-up  requests.  The  Board 
would  like  to  know  if  any  outside 
parties  would  use  data  from  these 
reports,  and  for  what  purpose. 

Reclassification  of  Cargo  Indirect  Air 
Carriers 

When  the  Board  first  regulated  air 
cargo  intermediaries,  there  were  two 
types  of  indirect  cargo  air  carriers:  air 
freight  forwarders  and  cooperative 
shippers  associations,  the  former  for 
profit,  and  the  latter  not.  The 
cooperatives  were  more  limited  than  the 
forwarders  in  what  they  were  permitted 
to  do  in  their  capacity  as  indirect  air 
carriers.  Over  the  years,  however,  the 
restrictions  on  cooperatives  have 
gradually  been  lifted.  The  only 
differences  between  the  regulations  for 
these  intermediaries  when  acting  as 
indirect  cargo  air  carriers  are  that:  (1) 
cooperatives  may  not  act  as  agents  for 
direct  air  carriers  (the  Board  has 
proposed  to  eliminate  the  restriction  in 
EDR-416,  45  FR  85075,  December  24, 
1980;  D.  38470);  (2)  cooperatives  do  not 
have  to  report  revenue  and  expense 
data,  which  this  rulemaking  is  proposing 
to  eliminate;  and  (3)  cooperatives  do  not 
have  to  disclose  liability  limits,  which 
this  rulemaking  proposes  to  require.  The 
Board  tentatively  believes  that  there  is 
no  longer  a  regulatory  purpose  to  be 
served  by  continuing  the  distinction 
between  these  two  organizations.  The 
Board  proposes  to  eliminate  the  two 
categories  and  use  a  single  one:  indirect 
cargo  air  carriers. 
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Other  Changes 

The  Board  is  proposing  to  continue  to 
require  all  indirect  cargo  air  carriers  to 
notify  their  customer  shippers  of  the 
carriers’  liability  limits,  if  any.  This 
requirement  is  not  new  for  forwarders, 
but  would  be  for  cooperatives.  There 
appears  to  be  no  reason  why  shippers 
that  are  members  of  cooperatives  should 
not  receive  the  same  notice  about 
liability  limits  as  shippers  that  use 
forwarders.  The  liability  disclosure 
requirement  has  been  modified  to 
require  notice  only  on  the  rate  sheets 
and  airwaybills,  rather  than  on  all 
documentation  given  the  shipper,  and  to 
remove  unnecessary  wording. 

The  Board  further  proposes  to 
eliminate  its  remaining  rules  requiring 
indirect  carriers  to  prepare  airwaybills 
and  manifests.  These  rules  are  a  vestige 
of  past  detailed  requirements  about  the 
content  of  airwaybills  and  manifests. 

The  rule  now  only  requires  preparation 
of  such  documents,  not  their  content. 
Preparation  of  airwaybills  and  manifests 
is  a  common  practice  in  cargo 
transportation  and  is  in  fact  a  necessity 
for  the  smooth  operation  of  cargo  air 
service.  There  is  no  apparent  need  to 
continue  a  government  rule  that  merely 
duplicates  marketplace  practice. 

The  requirement  that  direct  carriers 
disclose  the  limits  of  their  cargo  liability 
insurance  is  the  subject  of  a  broad 
rulemaking  on  insurance  requirements 
(EDR-395,  45  FR  7566,  February  4, 1980; 
Docket  37531).  Since  there  appears  to  be 
no  reason  to  distinguish  between 
disclosure  requirements  for  direct  and 
indirect  carriers,  the  Board  proposes  to 
follow  the  same  policy  that  is  eventually  • 
decided  in  Docket  37531.  That  is,  the 
requirement  will  be  retained  for  indirect 
carriers  only  if  it  is  imposed  for  direct 
carriers. 

There  have  been  several  other 
wording  changes  in  various  sections  for 
clarity,  and  the  authority  citation  has 
been  changed  to  reflect  the  new  Federal 
Register  format. 

Changes  would  be  made  in  Parts  207, 
208,  and  212  to  reflect  the  changes  in 
categories  of  indirect  air  carriers. 

Relation  to  Maximum  Tariffs 
Rulemaking 

Docket  38476 

By  EDR-408,  45  FR  64864,  September 
30, 1980,  in  the  maximum  tariff 
rulemaking,  the  Board  proposed,  among 
other  things,  to  allow  air  freight 
forwarders  to  receive  a  commission 
from  the  airlines  when  tendering  a 
•  shipment  in  the  capacity  of  an  indirect 
air  carrier  if  the  airline  has  filed  a  . 


maximum  tariff  for  that  shipment. 
Pending  the  outcome  of  that  rulemaking, 
the  Board  issued  Order  80-9-147  dated 
September  24, 1980,  which  exempted  air 
freight  forwarders  from  section  403  of 
the  Act  and  from  Part  296  in  order  to 
allow  them  to  accept  commissions  from 
airlines  when  acting  as  an  indirect  air 
carrier.  The  proposed  rule  continues  the 
nominal  prohibition  against  receipt  of 
commissions,  pending  the  outcome  in 
the  maximum  tariff  rulemaking,  while 
Order  80-9-147  (45  FR  64867),  September 
30, 1980,  continues  to  grant  relief  from  it. 

Initial  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 

The  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  Pub.  L. 
96-354,  took  effect  on  January  1, 1981. 
The  Act  is  designed  to  ensure  that 
agencies  consider  flexible  approaches  to 
the  regulation  of  small  businesses  and 
other  small  entities.  It  requires 
regulatory  flexibility  analyses  for  rules 
that,  if  adopted,  will  have  a  “significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.”  While  the 
economic  significance  of  this  proposed 
rule  may  be  questioned,  we  have 
decided  to  do  an  initial  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis  in  this  case  because 
of  its  effect  on  indirect  air  carriers, 
many  of  which  are  small  businesses, 
and  the  possible  secondary  effects  on 
the  many  small  shippers  that  use  these 
carriers. 

The  analysis  is  required  to  describe 
the  need,  objectives,  legal  basis  for,  and 
flexible  alternatives  to  the  action 
proposed  here.  The  first  three 
requirements  are  met  by  the  discussion 
above,  including  a  statement  about  the 
type  and  number  of  indirect  carriers  that 
would  be  affected  by  the  rule.  Since  the 
substantive  changes  proposed  here  to 
the  existing  rules  are  designed  to 
eliminate  completely  the  registration 
and  reporting  requirements,  there  are  no 
alternatives  that  would  “minimize  any 
significant  impact  of  the  proposed  rule 
on  small  entities.”  Other  existing  rules 
are  not  being  changed,  with  one 
exception.  The  insurance  and  liability 
disclosure  statement  would  be  applied 
to  cooperative  shippers  associations. 
The  alternative  would  be  not  to  require 
any  disclosure  statement  for 
cooperatives.  There  are  no  Federal  rules 
that  duplicate,  overlap,  or  conflict  with 
the  proposed  rule. 

Proposed  Rule 

1.  The  Board  proposes  to  amend  14 
CFR  Part  296,  Airfreight  Forwarders  and 


Cooperative  Shippers  Associations,  by 
reissuing  and  retitling  it.  As  revised.  Part 
296  reads  as  follows: 

PART  296— INDIRECT  AIR 
TRANSPORTATION  OF  PROPERTY 

Subpart  A— General 

Sec. 

296.1  Purpose. 

296.2  Applicability. 

296.3  Indirect  cargo  air  carrier. 

296.4  Joint  loading. 

296.5  Agency  relationships. 

296.6  Public  disclosure  of  cargo  liability 
limits  and  insurance. 

296.7  Prohibition  against  receipt  of 
commissions. 

Subpart  B— Relief  and  Exemption  for 
Indirect  Air  Transportation  of  Property 

296.10  Relief  and  exemption  from  the  Act. 

296.11  No  relief  from  antitrust  laws. 

Subpart  C— Violations 

296.20  Enforcement. 

Authority:  Secs.  101(3),  102.  204,  408,  409, 
and  416,  Pub.  L.  85-726,  as  amended,  72  Stat. 
737,  740,  743,  767,  768,  771  (49  U.S.C.  1301, 

1302, 1324, 1378, 1379, 1386). 

Subpart  A— General 
§  296.1  Purpose. 

This  part  establishes  rules  for  the 
indirect  air  transportation  of  property.  It 
creates  a  class  of  air  carriers  to  provide 
this  air  transportation  and  grants 
exemptions  from  certain  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act. 

§296.2  Applicability. 

This  part  applies  to  air  transportation 
of  property  by  indirect  air  carriers,  and 
to  persons  entering  into  control 
relationships  with  indirect  cargo  air 
carriers. 

§  296.3  Indirect  cargo  air  carrier. 

An  indirect  cargo  air  carrier  is  any 
U.S.  citizen  who  undertakes  to  engage 
indirectly  in  air  transportation  of 
property  from  point  of  receipt  to  point  of 
destination,  and  uses  for  the  whole  or 
any  part  of  such  transportation  the 
services  of  an  air  carrier  or  a  foreign  air 
carrier  that  directly  engages  in  the 
operation  of  aircraft  under  a  certificate, 
regulation,  order,  or  permit  issued  by  the 
Board,  or  the  services  of  its  agent,  or  of 
another  indirect  cargo  air  carrier. 

§  296.4  Joint  loading. 

Nothing  in  this  part  shall  preclude 
joint  loading,  meaning  the  pooling  of 
shipments  and  their  delivery  to  a  direct 
air  carrier  for  transportation  as  one 
shipment,  under  an  agreement  between 
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two  or  more  indirect  air  carriers  or 
foreign  indirect  air  carriers. 

(§296.5  Agency  relationships. 

An  indirect  cargo  air  carrier  may  act 
as  agent  of  a  shipper,  or  of  a  direct  air 
carrier  that  has  authorized  such  agency, 
rather  than  as  an  air  carrier,  if  it 
expressly  reserves  the  option  to  do  so 
when  the  shipment  is  accepted.] 1  3 

§  296.6  Public  disclosure  of  cargo  liability 
limits  and  insurance. 

Every  indirect  cargo  air  carrier  shall 
give  notice  in  writing  to  the  shipper 
when  any  shipment  is  accepted,  of  the 
limits  of  [its  cargo  liability  insurance  or 
of  the  absence  of  such  insurance  and  the 
limits  of]  *  its  liability,  if  any.  The  notice 
shall  be  included  clearly  and 
conspicuously  on  all  of  its  rate  sheets 
and  airwaybills. 

(§  296.7  Prohibition  against  receipt  of 
commissions. 

No  indirect  cargo  air  carrier,  acting  in 
that  capacity,  shall  accept  directly  or 
indirectly  any  payment  of  a  commission 
on  traffic  tendered  to  a  direct  air 
carrier.] 3 

Subpart  B— Relief  and  Exemption  for 
Indirect  Air  Transportation  of  Property 

§  296.10  Relief  and  exemption  from  the 
Act. 

(a)  Indirect  cargo  air  carriers  are 
relieved  from  the  provisions  of  Title  IV 
of  the  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1371,  el.  se<7.)  to 
provide  indirect  air  transportation, 
except  from  the  following  sections: 

[(1)  Subsection  403(b)(2)  (rebating);]  4 

(2)  Subsection  404(a)  to  the  extent 
required  to  provide  safe  service, 
equipment,  and  facilities  in  connection 
w’ith  air  transportation; 

(3)  Subsection  404(b) 
(nondiscrimination); 

(4)  Subsections  407(a)  (accounts, 
records,  and  reports)  and  407(e) 
(inspection  of  accounts  and  property); 

(5)  Section  411  (methods  of 
competition); 

(6)  Section  413  (form  of  control);  and 

(7)  Section  415  (inquiry  into  air  carrier 
management). 

(b)  Direct  air  carriers,  common 
carriers  that  are  not  air  carriers,  and 
persons  substantially  engaged  in  the 


1  This  section  is  subject  to  another  rulemaking: 
F.DR-416.  D.  38470  (permission  to  allow 
cooperatives  to  act  as  agents  of  carriers). 

’This  clause  is  the  subject  of  another  rulemaking: 
EDR-395.  D.  37531  (insurance  requirements  For  air 
carriers). 

’This  section  is  the  subject  of  another 
rulemaking:  EDR-408.  D.  38746  (maximum  tariffs 
rulemaking). 

"This  paragraph  is  the  subject  of  another 
rulemaking:  EDR-408.  D.38746  (maximum  tariffs 
rulemaking). 


business  of  aeronautics  are  exempted 
from  section  408  of  the  Act  with  respect 
to  any  control  transactions  involving 
indirect  cargo  air  carriers. 

(c)  Any  officer  or  director  of  an 
indirect  cargo  air  carrier  is  exempted 
from  section  409  of  the  Act  to  the  extent 
of  participaton  in  interlocking 
relationships  involving  an  indirect  air 
carrier. 

§  296.1 1  No  relief  from  antitrust  laws. 

The  relief  and  exemptions  granted  in 
§  296.10  do  not  constitute  orders  within 
the  meaning  of  section  414  of  the  Act, 
and  do  not  confer  any  immunity  or  relief 
from  the  “antitrust”  laws  or  any  other 
statute  except  the  Act.  The  relief  and 
exemptions  do  not  relieve  any  person 
from  the  preacquisition  notification 
requirements  of  the  Clayton  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  18a),  which  apply  to  certain 
transactions  involving  firms  with  annual 
rates  or  assets  of  $10  million  or  more. 

Subpart  C— Violations 

§  296.20  Enforcement. 

In  case  of  any  violation  of  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  or  of  this  part,  or 
any  other  rule,  regulation,  or  order 
issued  under  the  Act,  the  violator  may 
be  subject  to  a  proceeding  under  section 
1002  and  1007  of  the  Act  before  the 
Board  or  a  U.S.  District  Court,  as  the 
case  may  be,  to  compel  compliance.  The 
violator  may  also  be  subject  to  civil 
penalties  under  the  provisions  of  section 
901(a)  of  the  Act,  or  other  lawful 
sanctions. 

PART  385— DELEGATIONS  AND 
REVIEW  OF  ACTION  UNDER 
DELEGATION;  NONHEARING 
MATTERS 

§  385.13  [Amended] 

2. 14  CFR  Part  385,  Delegations  and 
Review  of  Action  under  Delegations; 
Nonhearing  Matters,  would  be  amended 
by  removing  the  reserving  paragraphs 

(d),  (f),  and  (g)  of  §  385.13,  Delegation  to 
the  Director.  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation. 

PARTS  207,  208,  AND  212  [AMENDED] 

3. 14  CFR  Parts  207,  208,  and  212 
would  be  amended  to  conform  with  the 
change  in  classification  of  indirect  cargo 
air  carriers. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10356  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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COPYRIGHT  ROYALTY  TRIBUNAL 
37  CFR  Part  303 

Regulations  for  Copyright  Owner 
Access  to  Phonorecord  Players 
(Jukeboxes)  and  Certain 
Establishments 

AGENCY:  Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal 
(Tribunal). 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Copyright  Royalty 
Tribunal  proposes  to  amend  its  rule 
whereby  persons  who  may  reasonably 
be  expected  to  have  claims  resulting 
from  public  performance  of  nondramatic 
musical  works  by  coin-operated 
phonorecord  players  may  have  access  to 
the  estabishments  where  such 
phonorecord  players  located  by  deleting 
the  existing  requirements  for  the 
recording  with  the  Tribunal  of  current 
listings  of  locations  where  licensed 
phonorecord  players  are  placed,  and  the 
number  of  players  at  such  locations. 
DATE:  Comments  should  be  submitted 
on  or  before  May  15, 1981,  and  reply 
comments  by  May  26, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Chairman,  Copyright 
Royalty  Tribunal,  1111  20th  Street,  N.W., 
Room  450,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Clarence  L.  James,  Jr.,  Chairman 
Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal,  202-653- 
5175. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  17  USC 

116(c)(5)  provides  that 

The  Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal  shall 
promulgate  regulations  under  which  persons 
who  can  reasonably  be  expected  to  have 
claims  may,  during  the  year  in  which  the 
performances  take  place,  without  expense  to 
or  harassment  of  operators  or  proprietors  of 
establishments  in  which  phonorecord  players 
are  located,  have  such  access  to  such 
establishments  and  to  the  phonorecord 
players  located  therein  and  such  opportunity 
to  obtain  information  with  respect  thereto  as 
may  be  reasonably  necessary  to  determine, 
by  sampling  procedures  or  otherwise,  the 
proportion  of  contribution  of  the  musical 
works  of  each  such  person  to  the  earnings  of 
the  phonorecord  players  for  which  fees  shall 
have  been  deposited  .  .  . 

On  September  12, 1978  the  Tribunal 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (43  FR 
40498)  a  Final  Rule  requiring  the 
operators  of  phonorecord  players 
(jukeboxes)  who  are  licensed  by  the 
Copyright  Office  of  the  Library  of 
Congress  for  the  performance  of  certain 
copyrighted  musical  compositions 
according  to  the  requirements  of  17 
U.S.C.  116  to  record  with  the  Tribunal 
the  location  of  establishments  in  which 
they  have  placed  jukesboxes,  and  the 
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number  of  such  boxes.  The  purpose  of 
the  rule  is  to  permit  copyright  owners  of 
musical  works  to  prepare  their  claims 
for  entitlement  to  jukebox  royalty  fees 
by  conducting  surveys  of  performance  of 
musical  compositions  on  licensed 
jukeboxes.  A  second  purpose  of  the  rule 
is  to,  if  necessary,  assist  the  Tribunal  in 
performing  its  statutory  duties 
concerning  the  distribution  of  jukebox 
royalty  fees  by  conducting  its  own 
independent  survey  of  data  submitted 
by  claimants  to  jukebox  royalty  fees.  In 
adopting  the  rule,  the  Tribunal  stated 
that  “There  can  be  no  right  of  access  to 
an  estabishment  if  one  does  not  know 
where  the  establishment  is  located.” 

The  Tribunal  further  stated:  “It  was 
not  within  the  scope  of  this  proceeding 
to  consider  whether  the  disclosure  of 
location  listings  to  appropriate  copyright 
owners  should  be  subject  to  any 
conditions  or  protective  safeguards. 

Such  issues  may  be  explored  in  a  future 
proceeding."  Subsequently,  on 
November  9, 1978,  the  Tribunal  adopted 
a  policy  to  protect  the  business 
relationship  between  jukebox  operators 
and  the  owners  of  establishments  in 
which  such  boxes  are  located  by 
providing  that  the  Tribunal  would  only 
make  available  to  copyright  claimants  a 
jukebox  fees  a  representative  sampling 
of  location  listings  without  any 
identification  of  particular  jukebox 
operators. 

The  representatives  of  the  jukebox 
industry  asserted  before  the  Tribunal 
and  elsewhere  that  these  protective 
measures  were  inadequate  and  that 
there  was  a  serious  danger  that  location 
lists  filed  with  the  Tribunal  by  jukebox 
operators  could  come  into  the 
possession  of  unauthorized  parties, 
causing  damage  to  jukebox  business 
relationships.  Despite  these  assertions 
by  representatives  of  the  jukebox 
industry,  the  Tribunal  has  not  received  a 
single  complaint  from  any  jukebox 
operator  of  improper  conduct  concerning 
the  location  lists  filed  with  the  Tribunal. 

It  is  the  practice  of  the  Tribunal  to 
monitor  all  its  regulations  and 
procedures  in  order  to  assess  their 
necessity  and  effectiveness.  The 
commencement  of  the  evidentiary  phase 
of  the  Tribunal  proceeding  for  the 
distribution  of  the  1979  jukebox  royalty 
fees  provides  the  first  opportunity  for 
the  Tribunal  to  assess  its  location  listing 
rule. 

On  the  basis  of  the  pleadings 
submitted  by  the  claimants  by  the  1979 
jukebox  royalty  fund  and  the 
proceedings  of  the  prehearing 
conference  of  March  10, 1981,  it  is 
apparent  that  copyright  owner  claimants 
will  not  have  occasion  to  use 
information  from  the  list  to  establish 


their  entitlement  to  jukebox  fees.  Since 
the  adoption  of  the  rule,  the  Tribunal 
has  not  received  a  single  request  from 
any  claimant  in  accordance  with  the 
resolution  of  November  9, 1978  for 
information  from  the  list. 

On  February  27, 1981,  the  Amusement 
and  Music  Operators  Association  filed 
with  the  Tribunal  a  Motion  for 
Reconsideration  of  the  Regulations. 

The  Tribunal  consequently  has 
determined  to  publish  for  comment  an 
amendment  to  Part  303  of  Chapter  III  of 
Title  37  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  to  delete  Section  303.3 
"Recording  of  location  listings  in 
Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal.” 

Accordingly,  Part  303  of  Title  37  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  proposed 
to  be  amended  by  removing  Section 
303.3  "Recording  of  location  listings  in 
Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal.” 

Dated:  March  30, 1981, 

Clarence  L.  lames,  Jr., 

Chairman. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10355  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  1410-01-M 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Parts  33  and  35 

[WH-FRL  1795-7] 

Procurement  Regulations;  Grants  for 
Construction  of  Treatment  Works- 
Clean  Water  Act 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

summary:  EPA  is  beginning  the  process 
to  revise  its  procurement  regulations  to 
implement  OMB  Circular  A-102, 
Attachment  O.  At  the  same  time,  we 
will  make  other  changes  by  using  plain 
English  wherever  possible  and  removing 
unnecessarily  burdensome  requirements 
from  the  regulations.  We,  therefore, 
request  public  comment  as  to  the 
readability  of  these  regulations  and 
suggestions  for  areas  requiring 
clarification.  We  expect  to  publish  the 
proposed  revision  in  August  1981. 

DATE:  In  order  to  have  your  comments 
considered  in  the  development  of  the 
proposed  rules,  you  should  submit  them 
by  May  21, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  You  should  submit  your 
comments  (in  duplicate,  if  possible)  to: 
Central  Docket  Section  (A-130), 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Attn: 
Docket  No.  G-80-3,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460. 


Docket  No.  G-80-3,  containing 
material  relevant  to  this  rulemaking  is 
located  in  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Central  Docket 
Section,  West  Tower  Lobby,  401  M 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

You  may  inspect  the  docket  between  8 
a.m.  and  4  p.m.  on  weekdays;  we  may 
charge  a  reasonable  fee  for  copying. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Walter  J.  Brodtman,  Chief,  Western 
Construction  Branch,  Municipal 
Construction  Division  (WH-547), 
telephone  (202)  426-8902;  Belle  N.  Davis, 
Chief,  Grants  Policy  and  Procedures 
Branches,  Grants  Administration 
Division  (PM-216),  telephone  (202)  755- 
0860,  401  M  Street,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA 

construction  grant  procurement 
regulations  were  originally  published  in 
1975  (40  CFR  Part  35  Subpart  E). 
Additional  regulations  for  procurement 
in  EPA  programs  other  than  construction 
grants  were  published  in  1977  (40  CFR 
Part  33).  These  regulations  were  issued 
under  the  authority  of  a  deviation  from 
the  Attachment  O  governing  Federal 
procurement  in  effect  at  that  time.  In 
August  1979,  the  Office  of  Federal 
Procurement  Policy  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OFPP/OMB) 
published  a  revised  Circular  A-102, 
Attachment  O.  EPA  is  proposing  to 
revise  its  procurement  regulations  to 
conform  with  Circular  A-102, 

Attachment  O.  All  of  40  CFR  Part  33  and 
40  CFR  35.936,  35.937,  35.938  and  35.939 
are  subject  to  major  revisions. 

The  concept  paper  included  at  the  end 
of  this  Notice  describes  the  method  EPA 
proposes  to  use  in  implementing 
Attachment  O  in  its  construction  grants 
program.  The  same  concept  will  also  be 
followed  for  revision  40  CFR  Part  33  for 
other  procurement  actions. 

Dated:  March  31, 1981. 

Walter  C.  Barber, 

Acting  Administrator. 

PRELIMINARY  CONCEPT  PAPER 

Implementation  of  Attached  O  ins  the 
Construction  Grant  Program 

The  purpose  of  this  document  is  to 
describe  procedures  for  the 
implementation  of  procurement 
requirements  imposed  by  Attachment  O 
of  OMB  Circular  A-102,  in  the  EPA 
construction  grant  program. 

Limitations  in  Attachment  O 

OMB  Circular  A-102,  Attachment  O 
establishes  standards  and  guidelines  for 
the  procurement  of  supplies,  equipment, 
construction,  and  services  under  Federal 
assistance  programs.  The  Attachment 
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places  maximum  reliance  on  State  and 
local  government  grantees  to  manage 
their  own  procurement,  and  by  so  doing, 
limits  the  amount  of  grantor  agency 
involvement.  The  Circular  prohibits  a 
grantor  agency  from  imposing  additional 
requirements  unless  the  grantor  has 
found  that  the  grantee’s  system  does  not 
meet  the  Circular’s  standards. 

Attachment  O  prefers  that  the  grantor 
agency  review  the  grantee’s 
procurement  system  rather  than  review 
individual  procurement  actions.  The 
Attachment  encourages  a  system  review 
if  a  continuing  relationship  with  the 
grantee  is  anticipated  or  substantial 
amount  of  Federal  assistance  is  to  be 
used  for  procurement  and  a  review  of 
individual  contracts  is  anticipated. 

The  Attachment  allows  a  grantor 
agency  preaward  review  only  when: 

1.  The  contract  is  expected  to  exceed 
$10,000  and  be  awarded  without 
competition; 

2.  The  contract  is  expected  to  exceed 
$10,000  and  only  one  bid  or  offer  is 

received: 

3.  The  contract  is  expected  to  exceed 
$10,000,  and  specifies  a  brand  name 
product;  or 

4.  The  grantee’s  procurement 
procedures  or  operation  fails  to  comply 
with  one  or  more  significant  aspects  of 
Attachment  O. 

The  balance  of  this  paper  is 
concerned  with  establishing  whether  the 
grantee’s  procurement  system  or 
operation  complies  or  fails  to  comply 
With  Attachment  O  standards  {item  4 
above)  and  with  establishing  procedures 
for  handling  those  grantees  who  do  not 
comply. 

However,  unless  the  grantee's 
procurement  system  is  fully  certified 
(following  Federal  review7),  EPA 
reserves  the  right  to  conduct  preaward 
reviews  for  contracts  where  the  criteria 
in  items  1-3  above  are  not  met  and 
when  allowed  by  paragraph  10  of  the 
basic  Circular  A-102.  Further,  in  order  to 
maintain  adequate  stewardship  of 
Federal  grant  funds  in  all  cases,  EPA 
reserves  the  right  to  review7  when 
proposed  contract  costs  exceed  levels 
previously  determined  to  be  reasonble 
for  the  size  and  complexity  of  the 
project. 

Procurement  System  and  Contract 
Review  Triggers 

Because  of  the  labor-intensive  and 
time-consuming  nature  of  a  complete 
procurement  system  review  or  a 
preaward  review  of  all  procurement 
actions,  we  need  to  focus  scarce 
resources  on  grantees  w'hose 


procurement  systems  do  not  meet  the 
minimum  standards. 

To  apply  EPA’s  resources  w'here  they 
will  provide  the  greatest  return,  the 
Agency  has  identified  four  areas  which 
give  indicators  of  whether  a  grantee’s 
procurement  system  meets  the  minimum 
standards  in  Attachment  O  and  whether 
to  impose  additional  requirements  or 
perform  preaward  reviews.  They  are: 

•  Grantee  responses  to  a  procurement 
system  checklist; 

•  Information  contained  in  the  grant 
application; 

•  Previous  EPA  experience  with  the 
grantee; 

•  Other  information  available  to  EPA 
from  various  sources. 

Grantee  Responses  to  Procurement 
System  Checklist 

Because  a  primary  purpose  of 
Attachment  O  is  to  limit  Federal 
agencies’  preaward  review7  of  individual 
procurement  actions,  it  is  necessary  to 
identify  grantees  whose  procurement 
systems  do  not  meet  the  minimum 
standards  of  Attachment  O.  A  checklist 
as  a  part  of  the  basic  application  can 
help  evaluate  the  adequacy  of  the 
grantee’s  system.  A  draft  checklist  is 
attached. 

Information  Contained  in  the  Grant 
Application 

The  grantee’s  application  is  a  second 
source  of  information  to  evaluate  the 
adequacy  of  the  grantee’s  procurement 
practices.  Some  of  the  information  in  the 
application  can  be  compared  to 
previously  determined  “threshold” 
levels.  Although  an  estimated  contract 
cost  above  EPA’s  estimate  does  not 
automatically  indicate  poor  procurement 
practices,  the  application  should  be 
reviewed  to  determine  if  the  project  cost 
exceeds  the  threshold  level  because  of 
inappropriate  procurement  practices. 

Previous  EPA  Experience  With  a 
Grantee 

Previous  experiences  with  grantees 
can  identify  those  whose  procurement 
procedures  do  not  meet  the  minimum 
Attachment  O  standards.  The  following 
is  some  information  which  can  be  found 
in  EPA’s  files  to  identify  a  particular 
grantee’s  system  inadequacies: 

•  Successful  protests  against  the 
grantee  applicable  to  the  type  of 
procurement  in  question; 

•  Excessive  costs  found  in  prior 
grants;  and; 

•  Audit  difficulties  in  previous 
procurements  or  procurement  system 

reviews. 


Classification  of  grantees 

Based  on  its  overall  review  of  the 
information  it  obtains  through  the  four 
basic  triggers,  Regional  staff  can  quickly 
“examine"  and  classify  grantees  into 
one  of  the  three  categories  below.  The 
extent  of  Regional  Office  involvement 
will  be  based  on  the  grantee’s  responses 
to  the  various  trigger  mechanisms,  while 
keeping  in  mind  the  Attachment  O 
limitations. 

A.  Clearly  Meets  Attachment  O 
Standards 

If  a  grantee’s  responses  to  the 
Region's  “trigger”  review  indicate  that 
his  procurement  system  clearly  meets 
the  minimum  standards  in  Attachment 
O,  the  grantee  is  a  candidate  for  a 
procurement  system  certification  review 
under  section  4  of  Attachment  O. 

If  EPA  or  another  Federal  Agency 
does  a  system  review  which  the  grantee 
“passes,”  the  grantee  will  be  certified 
under  Attachment  O.  If  procurement 
review  is  not  done,  the  grantee  will  in 
effect  be  “self-certified.”  In  either  case, 
EPA  preaward  procurement  reviews  will 
not  be  necessary. 

B.  Meets  Attachment  O  Standards  With 
Some  Reser\rations 

In  other  cases,  the  grantee’s  responses 
to  the  “trigger”  review  may  indicate  that 
his  procurement  system  does  not  meet 
all  of  the  minimum  standards  in 
Attachment  O.  The  Regional  Office 
action  would  then  depend  on  where  and 
how  the  grantee’s  procurement  system 
falls  short  of  Attachment  O  standards. 
For  procurement  actions  under  those 
portions  of  the  system  which  are 
deficient,  the  Region  could  require 
grantees  to  follow  appropriate 
procurement  procedures  (such  as  those 
currently  found  in  40  CFR  35.936  through 
35.938  or  which  may  be  subsequently 
developed  in  a  procurement  handbook) 
or  elect  to  review7  affected  procurement 
actions. 

These  grantees  have,  in  effect,  “self- 
certified”  those  portions  of  their 
procurement  systems  where  EPA  has  no 
questions. 

C.  Fails  To  Satisfy  Attachment  O 
Standards 

For  a  grantee  whose  procurement 
system  substantially  fails  to  comply 
with  significant  aspects  of  Attachment 
O,  the  Regional  Office  has  latitude. 

If  the  grantee  does  not  have  a 
procurement  system,  or  the  procurement 
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system  does  not  meet  several 
Attachment  O  standards,  the  Region 
may  require  that  the  grantee: 

•  Follow  the  appropriate  procurement 
procedures  (such  as  those  currently 
found  in  40  CFR  35.936  through  35.938  or 
which  may  be  subsequently  developed 
-in  a  procurement  handbook); 

•  Adopt  a  procurement  system  which 
meets  Attachment  O  standards,  such  as 
the  ABA  Model  Procurement  Code  or 
the  EPA  Model  Ordinance  and 
Handbook,  and  be  eligible  for  self- 
certification; 

•  Submit  procurement  actions  to  the 
EPA  Regional  Office  for  preaward 
reviews. 
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System  Checklist 
Grant  Application 
Previous  experience 
Other  Information 
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GRANTEE  PROCUREMENT  SYSTEM  CHECKLIST 


tin  non  ZZ  I  r  cTMCfits  greater  man 
510,000  that  are  not  formally  advertised  and 
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40  CFR  Part  65 

[Docket  No.  9-79-266;  EN-9-FRL  1789-2] 

State  and  Federal  Administrative 
Orders  Permitting  a  Delay  in 
Compliance  With  State  Implementation 
Plan  Requirements;  Proposed 
Amended  Delayed  Compliance  Order 
for  General  Motors  Corporation, 
General  Motors  Assembly  Division, 
Fremont,  Calif. 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Proposed  Rule. 


SUMMARY:  EPA  proposes  to  amend  a 
Federal  Delayed  Compliance  Order 
(DCO)  issued  on  February  15, 1980  to 
General  Motors  Corporation  (GMC), 
General  Motors  Assembly  Division, 
Fremont,  California.  The  DCO  requires 
GMC  to  bring  its  two  paint  spray  booths 
at  Fremont,  California,  into  compliance 
with  40  CFR  52.254(d),  part  of  the 
Federally  promulgated  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  The  GMC’s 
compliance  with  the  amended  DCO 
would  preclude  suits  under  the  Federal 
enforcement  and  citizen  suit  provisions 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act  for  violation  of  the 
SIP  regulation  covered  by  the  DCO.  The 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  invite  public 
comment  and  to  offer  an  opportunity  to 
request  a  public  hearing  on  this 
proposed  amended  DCO. 

DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  May  6, 1981,  and 
requests  for  a  public  hearing  must  be 
received  on  or  before  April  21, 1981.  All 
requests  for  a  public  hearing  should  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  of  why  the 
hearing  would  be  beneficial  and  a  text 
or  summary  of  any  proposed  testimony 
to  be  offered  at  the  hearing.  If  there  is 
significant  public  interest  in  a  hearing,  it 
will  be  held  after  twenty-one  days  prior 
notice  of  the  date,  time,  and  place  of  the 
hearing  has  been  given  in  this 
publication. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  and  requests  for 
a  public  hearing  should  be  submitted  to 
Director,  Enforcement  Division,  EPA, 
Region  IX,  215  Fremont  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94105.  Material 
supporting  the  amended  DCO  and  public 
comments  received  in  response  to  this 
notice  may  be  inspected  and  copied  (for 
appropriate  charges)  at  this  address 
during  normal  business  hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  G.  Kuykendall,  Air  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Branch, 
Enforcement  Division,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  IX.  215 
Fremont  Street,  San  Francisco, 

California  94105,  Phone:  (415)  556-6150. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  General 
Motors  Corporation  assembles 
passenger  cars  and  pick-up  trucks  at  its 
assembly  plant  located  in  Fremont, 
California.  On  February  15, 1980, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
issued  a  DCO  to  GMC  pursuant  to 
Section  113(d)(4)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended  (Act).  The  DCO  requires 
GMC  to  bring  its  two  paint  spray  booths 
at  General  Motors  Assembly  Division  in 
Fremont,  California,  into  compliance 
with  40  CFR  52.254(d),  part  of  the 
Federally  promulgated  State 
Implementation  Plan  for  California.  On 
April  15, 1980,  GMC  submitted  to  EPA  a 
report  on  phase  I  testing  and  a  proposal 
on  phase  II  continuance  pursuant  to  the 
DCO.  GMC  pointed  out  in  the  report  that 
the  use  of  high  solids  (22%)  dispersion 
lacquer  utilizing  non-photochemically 
reactive  solvent  and  electrostatic 
spinning  disc  spray  equipment  on  the 
No.  1  passenger  car  color  booth  had  not 
met  GMC’s  expectations.  Accordingly, 
GMC  requested  U.S.  EPA  to  allow  the 
use  of  high  solids  (40%)  enamel  paint  on 
the  No.  1  passenger  car  line,  based  on 
the  high  degree  of  success  achieved  with 
such  paint  on  the  No.  2  truck  line.  On 
July  15, 1980,  GMC  met  with 
representatives  of  the  U.S.  EPA,  Region 
IX,  proposed  the  use  of  a  new 
technology  high  solids  (47%  average  of 
all  colors)  enamel  paint  on  both  the  No. 

1  passenger  car  and  No.  2  truck  lines, 
and  requested  U.S.  EPA  to  amend  the 
DCO  accordingly.  The  GMC’s  newly 
proposed  control  system  for  No.  1 
passenger  car  color  booth  consists  of  a 
new  technology  high  solids  (47%  average 
of  all  colors)  enamel  paint,  the  existing 
20,000  cubic  feet  per  minute  carbon 
adsorption,  spinning  disc  electrostatic 
spray  equipment  and  oven  incineration. 
The  control  system  for  No.  2  truck  color 
booth  consists  of  a  new  technology  high 
solids  (47%  average  of  all  colors)  enamel 
paint,  the  existing  20,000  cubic  feet  per 
minute  carbon  adsorption,  and  the 
spinning  disc  electrostatic  spray 
equipment.  After  a  thorough 
investigation  of  GMC’s  new  proposal, 
EPA  has  determined  that  the  use  of  a 
new  technology  high  solids  (47%  average 
of  all  colors)  enamel  paint  on  the  No.  1 
passenger  car  line  instead  of  high  solids 
(27%)  dispersion  lacquer  does  not 
detract  from  the  innovative  character  of 
the  control  system  and  the  new 
technology  high  solids  enamel  paint  do 
constitute  a  “new  means  of  emission 
limitation’’  as  defined  by  Section 
113(d)(4)  of  the  Act.  EPA,  therefore, 
proposes  to  issue  an  amended  DCO 
which  still  requires  GMC  to  achieve 
final  compliance  with  40  CFR  52.254(d) 
by  August  31, 1981.  However, 


demonstration  of  compliance  at  full 
production  levels  will  not  be  completed 
until  December  1, 1981,  as  the  passenger 
car  line  will  not  be  in  operation  between 
June-September  1981  due  to  the 
changeover  to  high  solids  enamel  paint 
and  the  conversion  of  the  production 
line  to  new,  smaller,  and  more  fuel 
efficient  intermediate  size  vehicles.  In 
the  meantime,  the  interim  compliance 
testing  to  be  submitted  by  July  15, 1981 
based  on  the  July  3, 1981  emission  rate 
calculations  will  demonstrate 
definitively  the  likelihood  that  GMC  will 
be  in  compliance/noncompliance  by 
August  31, 1981. 

Comments  received  by  the  date 
specified  above  will  be  considered  in 
determining  whether  EPA  should  issue 
the  amended  DCO.  Testimony  given  at 
any  public  hearing  concerning  the 
amended  DCO  will  also  be  considered. 
After  the  public  comment  period  and 
any  public  hearing,  the  Administrator  of 
EPA  will  publish  in  the  Federal  Register 
the  Agency’s  final  action  on  the 
amended  DCO  in  40  CFR  Part  65. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  proposed  action 
is  a  “Major  Rule”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirement  of  a  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis. 
This  proposed  action  is  not  a  Rule  because  it 
will  not  establish  any  policy  of  general 
applicability  and  future  effect.  It  only 
proposes  an  order  affecting  a  single  source. 

The  Administrator  also  certifies  that  this 
action  will  not  affect  a  significant  number  of 
small  entities  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C.  605(b). 
(Secs.  113  and  301  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  7413  and  7601)) 

Dated:  January  24, 1981. 

Sheila  M.  Prindiville, 

Acting  Regional  A  dministrator. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Region  IX. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  40  CFR  Chapter  1,  as 
follows: 

PART  65— DELAYED  COMPLIANCE 
ORDER 

1.  By  amending  the  table  in  §  65.90 
Federal  delayed  compliance  orders 
issued  under  Section  113(d)  (1),  (3),  and 
(4)  of  the  Act,  to  reflect  approval  of  the 
following  order:  Docket  No.  9-79-266. 
The  text  of  the  order  reads  as  follows: 

In  the  matter  of  General  Motors 
Corporatjon,  General  Motors  Assembly 
Division,  Fremont,  California, 
proceeding  under  Section  113(d)(4)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 

On  February  15, 1980,  the 
Administrator  of  the  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (U.S. 
EPA)  issued  a  Delayed  Compliance 
Order  (DCO)  to  General  Motors 
Corporation  (GMC)  pursuant  to  Section 
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113(d)(4)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  (Act).  The  DCO  requires  CMC 
to  bring  its  two  paint  spray  booths  at 
General  Motors  Assembly  Division  in 
Fremont,  California,  into  compliance 
with  40  CFR  52.254(d),  part  of  the 
federally  promulgated  state 
implementation  plan  for  California. 

On  April  15, 1980,  GMC  submitted  to 
U.S.  EPA  a  report  on  Phase  I  testing  and 
a  proposal  on  Phase  II  continuance 
pursuant  to  the  DCO.  GMC  pointed  out 
in  the  report  that  the  use  of  high  solids 
(22%)  dispersion  lacquer  utilizing  non- 
photochemically  reactive  solvent  and 
electrostatic  spinning  disc  spray 
equipment  on  the  No.  1  passenger  car 
color  booth  had  not  met  GMC’s 
expectations.  Accordingly,  GMC 
requested  U.S.  EPA  allow  the  use  of  high 
solids  (40%)  enamel  paint  on  the  No.  1 
passenger  car  line,  based  on  the  high 
degree  of  success  achieved  with  such 
paint  on  the  No.  2  truck  line. 

On  July  15, 1980,  GMC  met  with 
representatives  of  the  U.S.  EPA,  Region 
IX,  proposed  the  use  of  a  new 
technology  high  solids  (47%  average  of 
all  colors)  enamel  paint  on  both  the  No. 

1  passenger  car  and  No.  2  truck  lines, 
and  requested  U.S.  EPA  to  amend  the 
DCO  accordingly.  The  GMC’s  newly 
proposed  control  system  for  No.  1 
passenger  car  color  booth  consists  of  a 
new  technology  high  solids  (47%  average 
of  all  colors)  enamel  paint,  the  existing 
20,000  cubic  feet  per  minute  carbon 
adsorption,  spinning  disc  electrostatic 
spray  equipment  and  oven  incineration. 
The  control  system  for  No.  2  truck  color 
booth  consists  of  a  new  technology  high 
solids  (47%  average  of  all  colors)  enamel 
paint,  the  existing  20,000  cubic  feet  per 
minute  carbon  adsorption,  and  the 
spinning  disc  electrostatic  spray 
equipment. 

After  a  thorough  investigation  of 
GMC’s  new  proposal,  EPA  has 
determined  that  the  use  of  a  new 
technology  high  solids  (47%  average  of 
all  colors)  enamel  paint  on  the  No.  1 
passenger  car  line  instead  of  high  solids 
(27%)  dispersion  lacquer  does  not 
detract  from  the  innovative  character  of 
the  control  system.  The  DCO  still 
requires  GMC  to  achieve  final 
compliance  with  40  CFR  52.254(d)  and 
submit  performance  test  results  to 
demonstrate  compliance  by  August  31, 
1981.  Because  the  passenger  car  line  will 
not  be  in  operation  between  June- 
September  1981,  part  of  the  paragraph  B 
of  the  DCO  issued  to  GMC  on  February 
15, 1980  is  amended  as  follows: 

No.  1  Color  Booth  on  the  Passenger  Car 
Line 

(9)  If  Phase  II  is  to  continue: 

a.  Complete  production  development 


of  paint  process,  establish  paint 
usage  requirements  and  calculate 
emission  rate  at  rated  capacity.  July 

3. 1981 

b.  Submit  interim  compliance  testing 
based  on  July  3, 1981  activities.  July 

15. 1981 

c.  New  technology  higher  solids  (47% 
average  of  all  colors)  enamel  paint 
available  in  all  colors  at  Fremont. 
August  15, 1981 

d.  Complete  installation  of  paint 
circulation  system.  August  25, 1981 

e.  Submit  final  performance  testing 
verifying  compliance.  December  1, 
1981 

(10)  Achieve  final  compliance  with  40 
CFR  52.254(d).  August  31, 1981 

No.  2  Color  Booth  on  the  Truck  Line 

(6)  If  Phase  II  is  to  continue: 
a.  Complete  conversion  of  all  enamel 
from  42%  to  new  technology  higher 
solids  (47%  average  of  all  colors). 
August  17, 1981 

(8)  Achieve  final  compliance  with  40 
CFR  52.254(d)  and  submit 
performance  test  results  to 
demonstrate  compliance.  August  31. 
1981 

This  amended  Order  shall  become 
effective  immediately. 

Date:  - 

Administrator,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  - 

GMC  has  reviewed  this  amended  Order, 
consents  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
this  amended  Order,  and  believes  it  to 
be  a  reasonable  means  by  which  the 
sources  can  achieve  final  compliance 
with  40  CFR  52.254(d). 

Dated:  December  23, 1980. 

Kenneth  M.  Brooks, 

General  Motors  Corporation. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10157  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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40  CFR  Part  720 

[OPTS-50018C;  TSH-FRL  1798-4] 

Premanufacture  Notification 
Requirements  and  Review  Procedures; 
Public  Meeting  on  Proposed  Economic 
Impact  and  Draft  Regulatory  Analyses 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Proposed  Rule  Related  Notice; 
Announcement  of  Meeting  Open  to  the 
Public. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  changes  the 
previously  announced  date  of  the 
meeting  on  the  proposed  economic 
impact  and  draft  regulatory  analyses  to 
support  Premanufacture  Notification 
requirements  under  Section  5  of  the 
Toxic  Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA) 


(15  U.S.C.  2604).  The  meeting  is  open  to 
the  public. 

DATE:  The  meeting  will  be  held, 
beginning  at  12:30  p.m.,  Wednesday, 

April  8, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  Hospitality  House  Motor  Inn,  2000 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22202  (703-920-8600). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr.,  Director,  Industry 
Assistance  Office  (TS-799),  Office  of 
Toxic  Substances,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  E-136,  401  M 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 

Toll  free:  (800-424-9065),  In  Washington, 
D.C.:  (554-1404),  Outside  the  Continental 
U.S.:  (202-554-1404). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  amends  the  Federal  Register 
notice  of  February  19, 1981  (46  FR  12991) 
which  gave  March  13, 1981  as  the  end  of 
the  period  for  submission  of  written 
comments  on  the  proposed  economic 
and  draft  regulatory  analyses  for 
Prepianufacture  Notification  and  which 
announced  an  opportunity  for  a  public 
meeting  on  March  26, 1981.  To  allow 
adequate  time  to  prepare  for  the 
meeting,  EPA  has  changed  the  date  for 
this  meeting  to  Wednesday,  April  8, 1981 
beginning  at  12:30  p.m.  Discussions  will 
be  held  only  on  comments  previously 
submitted  during  the  period  for  written 
comments.  Persons  interested  in 
requesting  time  to  present  material 
should  contact  the  Industry  Assistance 
Office  as  soon  as  possible  at  the 
telephone  number(s)  given  above.  The 
tentative  agenda  based  on  the 
comments  is: 

I.  Introduction. 

II.  Background. 

A.  History  of  the  Premanufacture  Rules. 

B.  Current  Program  Operations. 

C.  Related  Rulemakings. 

III.  Discussion  of  Draft  Economic  Impact 

Analysis.  _ 

A.  Costs. 

B.  Impact  on  Innovation. 

C.  Summary. 

IV.  Discussion  of  Regulatory  Analysis. 

A.  Scope. 

B.  Options  Considered. 

C.  Summary. 

Participation  will  be  limited  to  EPA 
and  those  who  have  requested  the  time 
to  make  a  presentation.  A  transcript  will 
be  made  and  entered  in  the  official 
public  record  of  this  proposed 
rulemaking. 

The  location  of  the  meeting  is 
convenient  to  the  Crystal  City  Metro 
stop  on  the  blue  line  of  the  subway  and 
to  D.C.  National  Airport.  * 

(Sec.  5,  90  Stat.  2006  (15  U.S.C.  2604)  | 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  65  /  Monday,  April  6,  1981  /  Proposed  Rules 


20575 


Dated:  March  31, 1981.  • 

Edwin  H.  Clark, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticides 
and  Toxic  Substances. 

|I'R  Doc.  81-10284  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-31-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  571 

Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standards;  Grant  of  Petition  for 
Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA),  DOT. 
ACTION:  Grant  of  petition  for  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  grant  a  petition  for  rulemaking  from 
General  Motors  Corporation  (GM)  to 
amend  Standard  No.  101-80,  Controls 
and  Displays.  The  GM  petition  asks  for 
modification  of  the  standard’s  light 
intensity  requirements  for  telltales  so  as 
to  permit  integration  of  telltales  with 
other  instrument  displays  in  a  single 
electronic  display  panel,  a  development 
made  possible  by  recent  advances  in  the 
field  of  electronic  displays.  According  to 
GM,  the  amendment  would  alleviate 
instrument  panel  design  problems 
caused  by  reduced  space  available  due 
to  vehicle  downsizing  and  increasing 
amounts  and  types  of  information  to  be 
presented  to  the  driver,  would  offer 
potential  for  weight  and  cost  reduction. 


and  would  facilitate  placing  telltales 
adjacent  to  displays  often  consulted  by 
the  driver,  making  the  telltales  readily 
noticeable.  GM  does  not  believe  that 
safety  would  be  adversely  affected. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  Carson,  Crash  Avoidance 
Division,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  400  Seventh 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590 
(202-426-2715). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Currently,  §  5.3.3  of  Standard  No.  101-80 
^requires  that  the  light  intensity  of 
telltales  shall  not  be  variable  and  shall 
be  sufficient  to  permit  drivers  to  see 
them  under  any  lighting  conditions. 
(Telltales  are  light  emitting  displays  on 
a  vehicle  dashboard  that  indicate  either 
the  condition  of  various  vehicle  systems 
or  devices  such  as  turn  signals  and 
brakes  or  the  supply  of  such  things  as 
fuel.)  The  purposes  of  this  requirement 
is  to  ensure  that  telltales  are  visible  to 
the  driver  at  all  times  when  the  vehicle 
is  being  operated.  Section  5.3.3  also 
requires  that  electronic  displays  have 
variable  light  intensity.  More 
specifically,  they  must  have  at  least  two 
light  intensity  values,  a  relatively  high 
one  for  daytime  use  and  a  relatively  low 
one  for  nighttime  use.  Thus,  electronic 
displays  cannot  be  used  for  telltales. 

In  view  of  its  desire  to  use  electronic 
displays  for  telltales,  GM  has  petitioned 
the  agency  to  except  telltales  using 
electronic  displays  from  the  variability 
prohibition.  That  company  contends  that 
sufficient  light  intensity  would  be 
assured  since  the  telltales  would  still  be 


subject  to  the  requirement  that  they  be 
visible  under  any  lighting  condition. 

Section  5.3.3  also  requires  that  light 
intensities  for  controls,  gauges,  and  their 
identification  be  variable  down  to  a 
level  that  is  essentially  off  or  dark.  GM 
states  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  require 
light  intensity  for  integrated  electronic 
displays  to  be  variable  down  to  an  off  or 
dark  level,  since  to  do  so  would  allow 
drivers  to  turn  off  the  telltale  warning 
signals.  GM  urges  that  while 
manufacturers  should  be  free  to  offer  a 
variable  intensity  illumination  for 
informational  readout  displays,  the 
lowest  level  should  be  governed  by  the 
“visible  to  the  driver  under  all  daytime 
and  nighttime  conditions”  requirement. 

The  NHTSA  believes  that  the  petition 
filed  by  GM  has  merit,  and  it  is  hereby 
granted.  The  agency  will  commence 
rulemaking  to  determine  the  safety 
consequences  of  the  proposed 
amendments.  The  granting  of  a  petition 
does  not  mean  that  a  rule  will 
necessarily  be  issued.  The 
determination  of  whether  to  issue  a  rule 
is  made  in  the  course  of  the  rulemaking 
proceeding,  in  accordance  with 
statutory  criteria. 

(Secs.  103, 119  and  124,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80 
Stat.  718  (15  U.S.C.  1392. 1407  and  1410a); 
delegations  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.50  and 
501.8) 

Issued  on  March  27. 1981. 

Michael  M.  Finkelstein, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Rulemaking. 

|FR  Doc  81-10227  Filed  4-3-81.  6:45  am| 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Order  81-3-160;  Docket  37442] 

Sarasota-Bradenton  Environmental 
Study;  Order 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1981. 

By  Order  80-5-212,  May  29, 1980,  we 
deferred  action  with  respect  to  pending 
and  future  applications  for  authority  at 
Sarasota  pending  completion  of  an 
assessment  of  the  possible 
environmental  effects  of  granting 
increased  authority  at  Sarasota.  We 
directed  our  staff  to  prepare  an 
environmental  assessment  setting  forth 
their  findings. 

The  staff  has  now  completed  its 
assessment  and  a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact,  concluding  that  an 
award  of  additonal  route  authority  at 
Sarasota  would  not  result  in  significant 
environmental  harm,  and  therefore  will 
not  require  the  preparation  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement. 

We  desire  that  interested  persons 
have  an  opportunity  to  comment  on 
these  findings  and  conclusions  before 
we  decide  whether  to  adopt  them  as  our 
own.  Copies  of  the  study’s  summary  and 
the  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  are 
attached  as  appendices  to  this  order. 

We  will  send  the  entire  document  to 
those  persons  who  have  previously 
indicated  their  interest,  and  to  any  other 
person  who  asks  for  it.1  We  will  allow 
submission  of  comments  until  April  30, 
1981.  We  will  continue  to  take  no  action 
on  pending  applications  for  Sarasota 
authority  2  until  we  have  decided 
whether  to  adopt  the  staffs  findings  and 
conclusions. 


1  Requests  for  copies  should  be  addressed  to 
Sarasota-Bradenton  Environmental  Study.  Thomas 
Chew,  B-71,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428, 
(202)  673-5056. 

2  A  list  of  pending  applications  is  contained  in 

Appendix  L  of  the  Environmental  Assossmnont. 


Accordingly,  1.  We  establish  a  period 
until  April  30, 1981,  for  public  comment 
on  the  Environmental  Assessment  and 
Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact,  and  on 
whether  we  should  adopt  the  findings 
and  conclusions  as  our  own  in  disposing 
of  applications  for  route  authority  at 
Sarasota; 

2.  Twenty  (20)  copies  of  all  comments 
should  be  sent  to  Docket  37442,  Docket 
Section,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428,  and  one  copy  served  on  each 
party  named  in  the  service  list  of  this 
docket.  Individuals  may  submit  their 
views  as  consumers  without  filing 
multiple  copies.  Comments  may  be 
examined  in  Room  711,  Universal 
Building,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 

N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  as  soon  as  they 
are  received; 

3.  We  continue  to  defer  action  on  all 
pending  applications  for  route  authority 
in  Sarasota  markets; 

4.  We  will  serve  a  copy  of  this  order 
upon  all  persons  on  the  service  list  of 
this  docket,  and  on  persons  listed  under 
Part  312  of  our  regulations;  and 

5.  We  will  publish  this  order  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

1.  Summary 

This  Environmental  Assessment 
examines  the  potential  impacts  of  the 
grant  of  pending  and  reasonably 
foreseeable  future  applications  for 
multiple  permissive  entry  (MPE)  by  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  on  the 
environment  of  the  Sarasota-Bradenton 
Airport  and  vicinity.  The  purpose  of  the 
assessment  is  to  determine  whether  the 
grant  of  the  authority  constitutes  a 
“major  federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment"  and  thus  requires  the 
preparation  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement.  The  staff  studied  the  effects 
of  such  awards  on  aircraft  noise,  air 
quality,  fuel  consumption,  landside 
congestion  and  water  quality  at  the 
Sarasota-Bradenton  Airport. 

The  method  of  analysis  was  to 
conduct  a  "worst-case"  analysis,  i.e.,  to 
consider  the  highest  expected  impact 
during  the  peak  traffic  month  of  March. 
A  comparison  was  made  between 
operations  under  current  certificate 
authority  (Partial  MPE)  and  those  under 
full  open  entry  (MPE).  In  addition,  at  the 


request  of  the  Whitfield-Ballantine 
Manor  Estates  Committee,  et  al.,  we 
prepared  a  second  comparison  of 
operations  under  historic  certificate 
authority,  (i.e.,  authority  not  granted 
through  the  MPE  policy) 1  with 
operations  under  MPE  authority.  While 
this  second  comparison  is  given  full 
treatment  throughout  the  assessment 
along  with  the  comparison  of  Partial 
MPE  with  MPE,  we  emphasize  that  the 
Partial  MPE-MPE  comparison  is  the 
relevant  one  for  the  Board’s  purposes. 

In  Order  80-5-212, 2  directing  the  staff 
to  undertake  this  environmental 
assessment,  the  Board  made  very  clear 
that  it  intended  the  staff  to  analyze  the 
environmental  impact  of  pending  and 
foreseeable  applications  for  Sarasota- 
Bradenton  authority;  that  is,  to  measure 
the  difference  in  the  airport’s 
environment  as  it  existed  on  the  date  of 
the  Board’s  order  imposing  the 
moratorium  on  new  route  applications 
against  the  environment  that  would 
exist  if  those  applications  were  granted. 
Accordingly,  our  primary  approach,  as 
reflected  in  the  partial  MPE  to  full  MPE 
comparison,  has  been  to  consider  the 
effects  of  existing  route  authority 
(including  MPE  authority  granted  prior 
to  the  freeze)  as  the  "given"  or  “before 
case”  for  making  environmental 
projections.  We  believe  that  this 
approach  is  consistent  with  the  Board's 
instructions  in  Order  80-5-212  and  other 
recent  environmental  assessments.3 

We  forecast  that  granting  multiple 
authority  at  Sarasota-Bradenton  to  all  fit 
applicants  would  result  (under  generous 
assumptions)  in  a  25.6  percent  increase 
in  operations  in  the  Partial  MPE-MPE 
comparison,  each  operation  represents  a 
separate  landing  or  takeoff. 

The  most  significant  single 
environmental  impact  associated  with 
airport  activity  is  aircraft  noise.  To 
determine  the  peak  impact  on  the  areas 
surrounding  the  Sarasota-Bradenton 
Airport  during  the  March  1981  forecast 


'Authority  in  effect  prior  to  1979  plus  Detroit- 
Sarasola  authority  obtained  by  North  Central 
(Republic)  under  the  mandatory  unused  authority 
provisions  of  the  Airline  Deregulation  Act  of  1978. 

2May  29, 1980. 

JSee,  West  Palm  Beach  Environmental  Study. 
date  (une  6, 1980.  In  that  case  too,  some  MPE 
authority  had  been  granted  prior  to  the  Board's 
route  moratorium.  However,  the  actual  operations 
under  this  authority  did  not  begin  until  after  the 
March,  1979  base  period  used  for  traffic  projections. 
Accordingly,  a  partial  MPE  vs.  full  MPE  comparison 
was  unnecessary  in  that  case. 
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period,  aircraft  noise  exposure  contours 
and  exposure  at  ten  selected  noise 
sensitive  locations  were  developed 
through  a  computer  simulation  model. 

We  found  that  the  population  receiving 
a  noise  exposure  level  considered  higher, 
than  acceptable  was  not  large  enough  to  ’ 
be  accurately  determined.  At  an 
acceptable  noise  level,  30  NEF,  there  is 
an  increase  of  1,322  in  people  exposed, 
or  10.26  percent  in  the  Partial  MPE-MPE 
comparison.  These  are  miniscule 
variations  over  the  simulation  model’s 
margin  of  error,  which  is,  1,000  people  or 
10  percent.  At  higher  noise  levels  (in  the 
transition  area)  the  number  of  people 
affected  is  well  under  the  margin  of 
error. 

Ambient  air  quality  impacts  were 
assessed  through  the  use  of  Part  312  of 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board's 
Procedural  Regulations  for  aircraft  and 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency’s 
Mobile  Source  Emission  Factors  for 
ground  vehicles.  Estimates  of  pollutant 
emissions  of  nitrogen  oxides,  carbon 
monoxide,  hydrocarbons  and  suspended 
particulates  were  determined.  The  air 
quality  effects  of  open  entry  in 
conjunction  with  local  meteorological 
conditions  will  not  result  in  either  a 
significant  deterioration  in  ambient  air 
quality  or  in  a  significant  increase  in 
pollutant  emissions. 

It  is  estimated  that  fuel  consumption 
will  increase  by  approximately  eight 
million  gallons  per  year  as  a  result  of 
additional  aircraft  operations.  This  is  a 
small  change  from  existing  levels  and 
will  not  require  the  preparation  of  an 
energy  statement. 

Finally,  it  was  concluded  that  there 
would  not  be  a  significant  impact  on 
water  quality  and  landside  congestion 
due  to  the  effects  of  open  entry. 

Appendix  B 

Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

By  Order  80-5-212,  May  29, 1980,  the 
Board  deferred  action  with  respect  to 
pending  and  future  applications  for 
authority  at  Sarasota  and  directed  the 
staff  to  complete  an  assessment  of  the 
possible  environmental  effects  of 
granting  increased  authority  at  Sarasota. 
A  list  of  all  pending  applications  is 
attached  to  the  environmental 
assessment  as  Appendix  L. 

The  staff  has  completed  its  study,  and 
has  examined  the  effects  of  such  awards 
on  aircraft  noise,  air  quality,  fuel 
consumption,  water  quality,  surface 
access,  and  historic  and  architecturally 
significant  sites  in  the  forecast  period 
March,  1981.  The  resulting 
environmental  assessment  is  attached, 
and  the  findings  and  conclusions  of  that 


document  are  incorporated  herein  by 
reference.  On  the  basis  of  those  findings, 
I  conclude  that  the  award  of  increased 
authority  at  Sarasota  does  not  constitute 
a  major  federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.)  and  as  defined  in  the 
regulations  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (40  CFR  1500.1- 
1508.28).  Accordingly,  it  will  not  be 
necessary  to  prepare  an  environmental 
impact  statement. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C,  March  23, 1981. 

Paul  L.  G  retch. 

Deputy  Director,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10336  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am] 
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[Order  81-3-162;  Docket  39442] 

Washington-Paris  Supersonic  Fare 
Revision  Proposed  by  Compagnie 
Nationale  Air  France;  Order  of 
Suspension  and  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1981. 

By  tariff  revisions  filed  for 
effectiveness  March  29, 1981,  Compagnie 
Nationale  Air  France  (Air  France) 
proposes  a  reduction  in  its  Washington- 
Paris  supersonic  (Concorde)  fare  from 
$1,722  to  $1,651  one  way.  The  proposed 
level  would  match  that  now  in  effect  for 
the  carrier’s  New  York-Paris'  supersonic 
service  and,  according  to  Air  France,  is 
the  result  of  now  routing  its  Washington 
service  via  New  York  rather  than  flying 
nonstop. 

We  have  decided  to  suspend  and 
investigate  Air  France’s  proposal. 

We  do  so  reluctantly  but,  in  this  case, 
circumstances  compel  us  to  suspend  Air 
France’s  fare  reduction  in  order  to 
pursue  more  effectively  our  long-range 
policy  objective  of  permitting  carriers 
reasonable  pricing  flexibility. 

Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.  (TWA), 
recently  proposed  reconfiguration  of  its 
international  ambassador-class  service 
to  allow  roomier  seating  for  the  benefit 
of  its  passengers.  The  French  aviation 
authorities  have  demanded  that  TWA 
substantially  increase  the  price  of  this 
service.  Application  of  the  same  fully 
allocated  cost  principles  which  the 
French  authorities  seem  to  be  espousing 
require  denial  of  decreases  in  the  fares 
for  Concorde  service,  which  is  even  now 
unquestionably  priced  below  fully 
allocated  costs.  We  must  insist  on 
consistent  treatment  for  all  carriers  in 
the  market.  In  view  of  the  Government 


of  France’s  refusal  to  permit  TWA  to  set 
its  own  prices  and  standards  of  service, 
we  have  no  recourse  other  than  to  deny 
Air  France’s  proposal  to  reduce  its 
Washington-Paris  supersonic  fare. 

The  public  stands  to  gain  much  more 
over  the  long  run  by  our  firm  support  of 
TWA's  right  to  implement  a  service  at  a 
price  which  the  carrier  believes  will  best 
meet  the  needs  of  the  market,  than  it 
will  lose  by  the  suspension  of  Air 
France’s  proposal.  We  therefore  find  it 
in  the  public  interest  to  institute  an 
investigation  of  Air  France’s  tariff 
revision,  and  to  suspend  it  pending 
investigation.  We  hope  this  matter  can 
soon  be  resolved  to  the  benefit  of  the 
traveling  public  so  that  passengers  will 
be  able  to  use  the  new  fares  proposed 
by  Air  France  and  TWA.  We  trust  that 
the  Government  of  France  shares  our 
concern;  upon  a  satisfactory  resolution 
of  this  matter,  we  will  withdraw  our 
suspension. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  sections  102, 
204(a),  403,  801  and  1002(j)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended: 

1.  We  shall  institute  an  investigation 
to  determine  whether  the  fares  and 
provisions  set  forth  in  the  attached 
Appendix,  and  rules  and  regulations  or 
practices  affecting  such  fares  and 
provisions,  are  or  will  be  unjust  or 
unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory 
unduly  preferential,  unduly  prejudicial 
or  otherwise  unlawful  or  contrary  to  the 
public  interest;  and  if  we  find  them  to  be 
unlawful  or  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  to  act  appropriately  to  prevent 
the  use  of  such  fares,  provisions  or  rules, 
regulations,  or  practices; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board,  we  suspend  and  defer  the  use  of 
the  tariff  provisions  in  the  attached 
Appendix  from  March  29, 1981,  to  and 
including  March  28, 1982,  unless 
otherwise  ordered  by  the  Board,  and 
shall  permit  no  changes  to  be  made 
therein  during  the  period  of  suspension 
except  by  order  or  special  permission  of 
the  Board; 

3.  We  shall  submit  this  order  to  the 
President 1  and,  unless  disapproved  by 
the  President  within  ten  days,  it  shall 
become  effective  March  29, 1981;  and 

4.  We  shall  file  copies  of  this  order  in 
the  aforesaid  tariff  and  serve  them  on 
Compagnie  Nationale  Air  France  and 
the  Ambassador  of  France  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

We  shall  publish  this  order  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

1  We  submitted  this  order  to  the  President  on 
March  18. 1981. 
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By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phillis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

Transatlantic  Passenger  Fares  Tariff  No.  A- 
1.  C.A.B.  No.  71,  Issued  by  Air  Tariffs 
Corporation,  Agent 
The  Supersonic  Fares  designated  "R” 
between  Washington,  D.C.,  and  Paris,  France, 
published  on  50th  Revised  Page  473. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10335  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Bureau  of  the  Census 

Estimates  of  the  Voting  age  Population 
for  1980 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Federal  Election  Campaign  Act 
Amendements  of  1976,  title  2  U.S.C. 
441a(e),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
estimates  of  the  voting  age  population 
(18  years  of  age  and  over)  for  July  1, 

1980,  for  each  state,  congressional 
district,  the  District  of  Columbia,  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  and  the 
Territories  of  Guam  and  the  Virgin 
Islands  are  as  shown  in  the  following 
table.  Because  these  are  1980  census- 
based  estimates,  they  may  not  be  fully 
consistent  with  estimates  published  for 
these  areas  for  previous  years  based  on 
the  1970  census. 

These  estimates  have  been  certified  to 
the  Federal  Election  Commission. 
Malcolm  Baldrige, 

Secretary  of  Commerce. 


Estimates  of  the  Population  of  Voting  Age 
for  States,  Congressional  Districts,  and 
Selected  Outlying  Areas:  July  1,  1980— 

Continued 

[In  thousands] 


State  and  congressional  district 

Popu¬ 
lation 
18  and 
over 

.  17,346 

482 

2 . 

458 

3 . 

. 

420 

4 . 

414 

5 . 

381 

6 . 

362 

7 . 

390 

8 . 

. . . 

358 

9 . 

349 

10... 

406 

1  1  .... 

370 

12... 

350 

.  13.... 

405 

14... 

. .. . 

466 

15.... 

410 

16... 

467 

17.... 

. . . 

421 

18.... 

397 

19... 

407 

20  ... 

431 

21 .... 

. . . 

351 

22.... 

367 

23... 

. 

387 

24  ... 

488 

25... 

384 

26... 

346 

27... 

. 

361 

28.... 

. 

368 

29.... 

. . . . .. . 

341 

30.... 

. . .. . . . 

348 

31 .... 

. . . . . . .._ . 

319 

32... 

. .. . 

359 

33..., 

. . . . . 

362 

34.... 

. _ . 

360 

35.... 

. . . . . 

423 

36  ... 

385 

37... 

. . . . 

483 

38.... 

. . . . . 

349 

39... 

. . . . . 

411 

40.... 

. . . . . 

589 

41 .... 

. . . . . _ . 

395 

42... 

.  406 

43... 

623 

Estimates  of  the  Population  of  Voting  Age 
for  States,  Congressional  Districts,  and 
Selected  Outlying  Areas:  July  1,  1980 

[In  thousands] 


Colorado 

1 _ _ 

2 . 

3...... 

4  . 

5  . 


State  and  congressional  district 


Popu¬ 
lation 
18  and 
over 


United  States . . 163.393 

Alabama  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  2,739 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 
7 


380 

39) 

404 

431 

380 

373 

380 


Alaska .  272 

Arizona . . . . .  1,933 


2 

3 


455 

476 

519 

483 


Arkansas . 1,622 

1  . 359 

2  . 422 

3  - 471 

* . 371 


Connecticut. 

1 _ 

2 . 

3  . . 

4  . 

5  _ 

6....- . 


Delaware . 

District  ol  Columbia . 
Florida . 

1 . . 

2 . 

3  . - . 

4  . 

5  . 

6  . 

7  . 

8  . 

9  . 

10  . 

11 . 

12 . 

13  . 

14  . 

15  . 

Georgia . 

1 . 

2 . 


2,086 

334 

447 

371 

478 

457 


2,297 

376 

395 

387 

359 

390 

391 


429 

494 

7,416 


390 

442 

333 

535 

664 

507 

440 

538 

406 

679 

657 

498 

438 

404 

483 

3,833 


364 

357 


Estimates  of  the  Population  of  Voting  Age 
for  States,  Congressional  Districts,  and 
Selected  Outlying  Areas:  July  1,  1980— 

Continued 

[In  thousands] 

Popu- 

State  and  congressional  district  i s'arid 

over 


3  . 351 

4  . :. .  380 

5  . 314 

6  .  435 

7  .  425 

8  .  353 

9  . 467 

10  . 386 


Hawaii .  692 

1  . . . 305 

2  . 387 


Idaho 


639 


1  . . .  338 

2  . . .  301 


Illinois . . . . .  8,213 


1... 

2... 

3.. . 

4.. . 

5.. . 

6.. . 

7.. . 

8.. . 
9... 
10. 
11 
12. 
13. 

14 

15. 

16 

17. 

18 

19 

20 
21. 
22 

23 

24 


264 

334 

326 

362 

287 

328 

241 

311 

354 

315 

350 

388 

368 

420 

356 

342 

377 

354 

348 

356 

367 

364 

307 

394 


Indiana. 


3,886 


1 ... 
2 ... 
3- 

4.. . 

5.. . 

6„. 

7.. . 

8.. . 
9... 
10 
11 


292 

404 

343 

352 

352 

354 

381 

367 

380 

347 

312 


Iowa 


1  . 366 

2  . 337 

3  . 342 

4  . 358 

5  . 361 

6  .  330 


Kansas 


1,719 


2 

3 

4 

5 


324 

350 

349 

336 

360 


Kentucky 


2,588 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


393 

382 

284 

360 

393 

395 
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Estimates  of  the  Population  of  Voting  Age 
for  States,  Congressional  Districts,  and 
Selected  Outlying  Areas:  July  1,  1980— 

Continued 

tin  thousands) 


State  and  congressional  district 


421 

366 


437 

385 

332 
416 

333 
466 
304 
394 


Maryland . . .  g  OBQ 

1 _ _ _ 

2™ . . . .  . . 

3  . .  . ' . 

4  . 

5  . . 

6  . : . . 

7 . . .  . V 

6  . . . 

Massachusetts . . . 

t _ _ _ 

2 _ _ _ _ _ _ 

3  . . . 

4  . . . .  . 

5  _ _  _ 

6  . . . . . . 

7  _ _ 

8  . 


370 

341 

343 

351 

347 

347 

336 

365 

314 

379 

339 

426 


289 

361 

364 

367 

357 

381 

323 

347 

370 

408 

374 

367 

208 

311 

346 

291 

334 

341 

397 


Minnesota., 


2,916 

-  376 

388 
336 
333 
331 

389 
376 
387 


Mississippi . . .  t,712 


336 

308 

349 

341 

378 


Estimates  of  the  Population  of  Voting  Age 
for  States,  Congressional  Districts,  and 
Selected  Outlying  Areas:  July  1,  1960— 

Continued 

[In  thousands] 


Estimates  of  the  Population  of  Voting  Age 
for  States,  Congressional  Districts,  and 
Selected  Outlying  Areas:  July  1,  1980— 

Continued 


(In  thousands] 


361 

331 

372 

364 
351 
400 

365 
341 


Popu- 

State  and  congressional  district 

latk>o 

over 

Missouri. 

3JX7 

32 

1  ... 

. . . . . 

252 

33 

2 . 

. . .... 

320 

34. 

3 . 

. . . . . . 

308 

35. 

*  . 

. . .^....^.v....^ . . . 

_ 

396 

36 

5 . 

. . ... 

295 

37. 

6 . 

•  ...™..™.................... . . 

378 

38 

7 _ 

- . . . . 

429 

39. 

State  and  congressional  district 


9..: _ 

10 . 

Montana . 

1 _ _ 

2 . 

Nebraska . 

1 _ 

2 . 

3 . . . 

Nevada . 

New  Hampshire ., 


417 

384 

391 


293 

264 


390 

363 

373 

588 

664 


4.258  New  Jersey.. 


339 

325 


5.405 


372 

454 

374 

355 

342 

397 

329 

349 

357 

306 

354 

333 

407 

329 

347 


New  Mexico.. 

1 _ 

2 . . 


456 

431 


New  York., 

1 _ 

2 . 

3  _ 

4  _ 

5  _ 

6  _ 

7.™ . 

8 . 

9  _ 

10  . 

11 _ 

12 _ 

13  _ 

14  . 

15  . 

16  . . 

17  . 

18  . 

19  . ™ 

20  . 

21 _ 

22 . 

23. _ 

24  . 

25  . 

26  . 

27  _ .... 

28  . 

29. . 

30  . 

31  . 


—  12.929 

408 

320 

295 

296 

323 
330 
327 
385 

~  367 

348 

324 
205 
363 
257 
324 
344 
396 
420 
280 
385 
153 
330 
340 
333 
368 
374 
358 
336 
371 
340 
330 


North  Carolina. . 

1 _ 

2 . 

3™. . . 

4.: . . 

5... . 

6 . . 

7  _ _ 

8  . 

9  . . 

10  _ _ 

11 _ _ 

North  Dakota . 

Ohio . . 

1 _ 

2 _ 

3 . . 


5  _ 

6  . 

7 _ 

8..... 

9 _ 

to... 

11.™ 

12.™ 

13.. .. 

14. ™ 

15. ™ 

16.. .. 

17.. . 

18.. . 

19. ™ 

20. ™ 

21 . 

22.... 

23... 


Oklahoma . 

1 _ 

2 _ 

3  _ 

4  _ 

5  _ 

6  _ 


Oregon. 

1™. 

2.™. 

3.„. 

4™. 


Pennsylvania . 

1 _ 

2 _ 

3  _ 

4  _ _ 

5  _ 

6  _ 

7  _ 

8  _ 

9  _ 

10  _ 

11 _ 

12 _ 

13. _ 

14 _ 

15.. .™ 

16. _ 

17.. .™, 


Popu¬ 
lation 
18  and 
over 


348 

330 

330 

332 

315 

269 

343 

335 


367 

358 

371 

425 

392 

363 

390 

387 

376 

394 

405 


463 

7,737 

311 

316 

310 

344 

360 
382 
335 
363 
321 
386 
356 

361 
352 
314 

345 

346 
355 
354 
328 
278 
255 
326 

_ 337 

2,177 

350 

389 

371 

362 
333 

372 

1,917 

522 

507 

399 

490 


308 
295 
292 
342 
379 

376 

309 
370 

375 
365 
370 
362 
339 
307 

377 
387 

376 


20580 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  65  /  Monday,  April  6,  1981  /  Notices 


i 


Estimates  of  the  Population  of  Voting  Age 
for  States,  Congressional  Districts,  and 
Selected  Outlying  Areas:  July  1,  1980— 

Continued 

[In  thousands] 

Popu- 

State  and  congressional  district  ,  g  '°”d 

over 


21 _ 352 

24  _ 358 

'  25 _  353 


Rhode  Island . . ... . . . . .  705 


2  ZZZZZZZZZ _ _ Z...ZZ . . Z  358 


South  Carolina . . . . .  2, 1 83 


2 _ 389 

3.. _ 377 

4 _  356 


South  Dakota _ _ _ _ _  486 


1 . . . .  251 


Tennessee _ ..... _  3,303 


Texas . . . . . . . . . . .  9,957 


I  _  416 

4  - 439 

5  . 356 

6  - 460 

7  - 609 

8  - 399 

9  _ 389 

10  _ 479 

II  - - : _ _ _  456 

12  - 357 

13  -  367 

17  - - - ZZZZZZ  375 

18  -  308 

19 — - 368 

20  -  292 

21  - 483 

22  - 479 

23  - 390 

24  . 371 


Utah _ _ _ _ _  922 


Vermont . . . . . . . .  366 

Virginia. - - - - -  3,887 


2 -  363 

9 - 372 

4 - -  359 

6  - - - - ZZZZ  375 

7  -  440 


Estimates  of  the  Population  of  Voting  Age 
for  States,  Congressional  Districts,  and 
Selected  Outlying  Areas:  July  1,  1980— 

Continued 

[In  thousands] 


Popu- 

State  and  congressional  district  is'and 

over 


Washington . . . . . . .  3,003 

7ZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZ  361 


West  Virginia . - . - . - . — .  1,396 


1  . 335 

2  . 384 

3  . . 334 

4  . . . . „.  343 


Wisconsin .  3,358 


1  . . . . . . . .  363 

2  . . . . . .  392 

5  ZZZZZ . ZZZZ . ZZ _ _ _  328 

6  . . - . . .  374 

9  .ZZZZZZZZZZZZZ _ ZZ _ Z  394 


Wyoming . . . . . . .  326 


Outlying  Areas 


Puerto  Rico . 2,009 

Guam.. . 57 

Virgin  Islands . 81 


[FR  Doc.  81-10277  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-07-M 


International  Trade  Administration 

University  of  California;  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Laws  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  Part  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  avialable  for  public  review 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.  in 
Room  3109  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00436.  Applicant: 
University  of  California,  Lawrence 
Livermore  National  Laboratory,  P.O. 

Box  5012,  Livermore,  CA  94550.  Article: 
Laser  Optical  Glass  Blanks. 
Manufacturer:  Hoya  Corporation,  Japan. 
Intended  use  of  article:  See  Notice  on 
page  76722  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
November  20, 1980. 


Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  has  the 
capability  to  suppress  reflections  that 
would  otherwise  be  harmful  to  a  laser. 
The  National  Bureau  of  Standards 
advises  in  its  memorandum  dated 
Febrruary  12, 1981  that  (1)  the_capability 
of  the  foreign  article  described  above  is 
pertinent  to  the  applicant’s  intended 
purpose  and  (2)  it  knows  of  no  domestic 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article  for 
the  applicant’s  intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 
(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel,  * 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10256  Filed  4-3-81;  8;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


University  of  Chicago,  et  al.;  for  Duty- 
Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the 
receipt  of  applications  for  duty-free 
entry  of  scientific  articles  pursuant  to 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Educational, 

Scientific  and  Cultural  Materials 
Importation  Act  of  1966  (Public  Law  89- 
651;  80  Stat.  897).  Interested  persons 
may  present  their  views  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  whether  an  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
for  the  purposes  for  which  the  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States.  Such 
comments  must  be  filed  in  triplicate 
with  the  Director,  Statutory  Import 
Programs  Staff,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
within  20  calendar  days  after  the  date 
on  which  this  notice  of  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Regulations  (15  CFR  301.9)  issued 
under  the  cited  Act  prescribe  the 
requirements  for  comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examined  between  8:30  a.m. 
and  5:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  in 
Room  3109  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
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Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  81-00132.  Applicant: 
University  of  Chicago,  Operator  of 
Argonne  National  Laboratory,  Argonne, 
Illinois  60439.  Article:  NMR 
Spectrometer  CXP  200  with  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  Bruker-Physik,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  intended  to  be  used  to  study 
important  materials  and  processes  via 
the  technique  of  nuclear  magnetic 
resonance  spectroscopy.  The  materials 
to  be  studied  include:  (a)  solids 
important  as  heterogeneous  catalysts, 
e.g.,  zeolites,  small  metal  particles  on 
inorganic  oxide  supports,  Ziegler-Natta 
catalysts,  (b)  solids  important  as 
supersonic  conductors  or  advanced 
battery  materials,  e.g.,  LiAl,  NASICON, 
(c)  solids  important  as  hydrogen  storage 
materials,  e.g.,  rare-earth  intermetallic 
hydrides;  (d)  coal  and  coal  derivatives. 
Several  variants  of  the  nuclear  magnetic 
resonance  spectroscopy  experiment  will 
be  conducted.  Principal  among  these  are 
the  following:  (i)  Nuclear  spin  relaxation 
measurements  over  wide  ranges  of 
temperature  to  deduce  details  of 
molecular  and  atomic  dynamics  in  solid 
and  adsorbed  phases;  (ii)  Pulsed 
magnetic  Held  gradient  experiments  for 
direct  measurement  of  diffusion 
constants  of  adsorbed  molecules  and 
atoms  in  solids;  (iii)  High  resolution 
solid  state  NMR  experiments  for 
accurate  chemical  shift  or  shift  tensor 
determination  so  as  to  identify 
molecular  species  and  characterize  their 
interactions  with  surfaces.  Application 
received  by  commissioner  of  customs: 
February  9, 1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00133.  Applicant: 
University  of  Rochester,  Nuclear 
Structure  Research  Laboratory,  271  East 
River  Road,  Rochester,  New  York  14627. 
Article:  Particle  Acceleration  Tube. 
Manufacturer:  Dowlish  Developments, 
Ltd.,  United  Kingdom.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  as  part  of  a  Van  de  Graaff 
accelerator  which  is  used  to  produce 
energetic  beams  of  charged  particles 
which  can  be  used  by  the  scientists  and 
students  at  the  laboratory  as  a  type  of 
microscopic  probe  into  the  structure  of 
the  atomic  nucleus.  Application  received 
by  Commission  of  Customs:  February  9, 
1981. 

Docket  number  81-00134.  Applicant: 
South  Dakota  School  of  Mines  and 
Technology,  Rapid  City,  SD  57701. 
Article:  Superconducting  Rock 
Magnetometer  with  Attachments. 
Manufacturer:  CFT  Systems,  Inc., 
Canada.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  the 
study  of  the  oxidation  of  pyrite  to 


maghemite  and  the  investigation  of 
paleomagnetism  of  rocks.  During  the 
course  of  the  experiments  the 
susceptibility  of  the  pyrite  as  it  is 
oxidized  will  be  measured.  For  the 
paleomagnetic  research,  remanence 
properties  of  natural  rock  samples  will 
be  measured.  The  primary  objective  of 
die  study  of  the  oxidation  of  pyrite  to 
maghemite  is  to  establish  a  basis  for  the 
interpretation  and  facilitation  of  the 
production  of  maghemite  from  pyrite. 

The  paleomagnetic  measurements  are 
intended  to  be  made  in  conjunction  with 
a  program  studying  the  application  of 
magnetic  stratigraphy.  The  educational 
aspects  of  the  system  built  around  this 
article  are  primarily  education  of 
graduate-level  students.  Application 
received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
February  9, 1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00135.  Applicant:  Saint 
Margaret  Hospital,  Clinical  Laboratory, 
25  Douglas  Street,  Hammond,  Indiana 
46320.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM  109  and  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
studying  renal  biopsies,  as  well  as 
“problem”  cases  of  neoplasias,  mostly 
undifferentiated  tumors,  whose  proper 
diagnosis  can  be  so  greatly  enhanced  by 
the  observation  of  the  ultrastructural 
cellular  components.  The  properties  of 
the  material  to  be  investigated  are 
essentially  human  tissues  with 
suspected  and  sometimes  clinically 
proved  pathologic  changes.  Application 
received  by  commissioner  of  custom: 
February  9, 1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00136.  Applicant: 
Washington  University,  Department  of 
Earth  &  Planetary  Sciences,  Wilson  Hall 
Box  1169,  St  Louis,  Missouri  63130. 
Article:  Superprobe  733  Electron  Probe 
X-Ray  Micro  Analyzer.  Manufacturer 
JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  as  an 
analytical  tool  to  analyze  naturally 
occurring  minerals  and  glasses,  bones 
and  teeth,  metals,  chemical  pellets,  dust 
particles  and  other  solid  material.  The 
data  obtained  will  be  interpreted  in  the 
context  of  larger  research  projects  in  the 
areas  of  earth  sciences,  applied 
chemical,  pollution  and  archaeological 
studies.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  10, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00137.  Applicant: 
Michigan  State  University,  Department 
of  Anatomy,  East  Lansing,  Michigan 
48824.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  Jem  100CX  with  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan. 

Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  to  study  the  structue 


of  biological  cells  and  tissues,  primarily 
those  of  the  nervous  system,  including 
neuromuscular  junctions.  Experiments 
will  range  from  morphological  studies  of 
the  basal  ganglia  to  studying  the 
innervation  of  moth  muscle,  the 
correlates  of  glial  morphology  to  nerve 
activity  in  the  central  nervous  system 
and  in  the  pituitary  gland.  The 
importance  of  understanding 
morphological  substrates  of 
neurophysiological  activity  in  the 
nervous  system  is  the  specialty  of  this 
particular  unit  and  this  type  of 
equipment  represents  a  focal  point  of 
scientific  investigation.  Also  routine 
biopsy  material  will  be  examined. 
Applicaton  received  by  Commissipner  of 
Customs:  February  10, 1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00138.  Applicant: 
Massachusetts  General  Hospital, 

Blossom  Street  Receiving,  Boston,  MA 
02114.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM  109  and  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
investigations  at  the  ultrastructural  level 
of  intracytoplasmic  events  in  normal 
and  pathologic  cellular  components.  The 
materials  to  be  investigated  will  include 
skin  and  skin  appendages  obtained  from 
human  and  experimental  animals. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  February  10, 1981. 

Docket  No.  61-00139.  Applicant 
Brookhaven  National  Laboratory, 

Upton,  New  York  11973.  Article:  Welded 
Metal  Bellows.  Manufacturer:  Calflex 
Corp,  France.  Intended  use  of  article: 

The  articles  which  are  used  in  “Front- 
End”  experimental  beam  line  assemblies 
on  the  NSLS  radiation  facility  will 
permit  the  necessary  mechanical 
movement  of  photon  masks  and  safety 
shutter  (in  vacuum)  for  accurate  and 
safe  operation  of  the  experimental  beam 
lines.  Experiments  conducted  and 
materials  investigated  will  be  those 
involving  techniques  in  x-ray  diffraction, 
photoelectron  spectroscopy  and 
absorption  studies  throughout  the 
ultraviolet  and  x-ray  spectral  range. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  February  11, 1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00140.  Applicant: 
Brookhaven  National  Laboratory, 

Upton,  New  York  11973.  Article:  Welded 
Metal  Bellows.  Manufacturer:  Calflex 
Corp.,  France.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  articles  which  are  used  in  “Front- 
End"  experimental  beam  line  assemblies 
on  the  NSLS  radiation  facility  will 
permit  the  necessary  mechanical 
movement  of  photon  mask  and  safety 
shutter  (in  vacuum)  for  accurate  and 
safe  operation  of  the  experimental  beam 
lines.  Experiments  conducted  and 
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materials  investigated  will  be  those 
involving  techniques  in  x-ray  diffraction, 
photoelectron  spectroscopy  and 
absorption  studies  throughout  the 
ultraviolet  and  x-ray  spectral  range. 
Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  February  11, 1981. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10257  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


Dartmouth  College;  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  ot  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  Part  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.  in 
Room  3109  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  "N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number  80-00404.  Applicant: 
Dartmouth  College,  Earth  Sciences 
Department,  Fairchild  Science  Center, 
Hanover,  N.H.  03755.  Article:  Single  Gas 
COSEP IVB  High-Sensitivity  Correlation 
Spectrometer.  Manufacturer.  Barringer 
Research,  Canada.  Intended  use  of 
article:  See  notice  on  page  66829  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  October  8, 1980. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the-foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  provides 
remote  air  pollution  monitoring  of  sulfur 
dioxide  gas.  The  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  January  29, 1981  that  (1)  the 
capability  of  the  foreign  article 
described  above  is  pertinent  to  the 
applicant’s  intended  purpose  and  (2)  it 
knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  the  applicant’s 
intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 


is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10258  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


Kansas  State  University;  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  Part  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  in  Room 
3109  of  the  Department  of  Commerce 
Building,  14th  and  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00399.  Applicant: 
Kansas  State  University,  Grain  Science 
and  Industry,  Shellenberger  Hall, 
Manhattan,  KS  66506.  Article:  Chopin 
Alveograph.  Manufacturer:  Tripette  & 
Renaud  S.  A.,  France.  Intended  use  of 
article:  See  Notice  on  page  75723  in  the 
Federal  Register  November  17, 1980. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article 
determines  flour  strength  properties 
which  are  dependent  on  the  starch  and 
protein  content  in  bread  flours.  The 
National  Bureau  of  Standards  advises  in 
its  memorandum  dated  January  16, 1981 
that  (1)  the  capability  of  the  foreign 
article  described  above  is  pertinent  to 
the  applicant’s  intended  purpose  and  (2) 
it  knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  or 
apparatus  singly  or  in  combination  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article  for  the  applicant's  intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10259  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


University  of  Michigan;  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.  in 
Room  3109  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00414.  Applicant: 
University  of  Michigan  Medical  Center, 
Department  of  Radiology,  Box  13, 
University  Hospital,  1405  E.  Ann  Street, 
Ann  Arbor,  Michigan  48109.  Article: 
"Octoson”  Diagnostic  Ultrasound 
Instrument.  Manufacturer:  Ausonics 
Ltd.,  Australia.  Intended  use  of  article: 
See  Notice  on  page  75729  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  November  17, 1980. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  operates 
with  eight  transducers  providing  a  large 
field  of  view,  compound  scanning  and 
automated  imaging.  The  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  advises  in 
its  memorandum  dated  January  15, 1981 
that  (1)  the  capability  of  the  foreign 
article  described  above  is  pertinent  to 
the  applicant’s  intended  purpose  and  (2) 
it  knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  the  applicant's 
intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 
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(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10280  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


University  of  Michigan;  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.  in 
Room  3109  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.:  80-00374.  Applicant: 
University  of  Michigan,  Biological 
Station  4053,  Natural  Sciences  Bldg., 

Ann  Arbor,  Michigan  48109.  Article: 
Infrared  Gas  Analyzer.  Manufacturer: 
ADC.,  Inc.,  United  Kingdom.  Intended 
use  of  article:  See  Notice  on  page  2665  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  January  12, 1981. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  has  an 
accuracy  of  ±1%  full  scale  reading 
when  operated  on  the  irregular 
frequency  of  a  portable  (60  ±3  Hertz) 
generator.  The  Department  of  Health 
and  Human  Services  advises  in  its 
memorandum  dated  November  12, 1980 
that  (1)  the  capability  of  the  foreign 
article  described  above  is  pertinent  to 
the  applicant’s  intended  purpose  and  (2) 
it  knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  the  applicant’s 
intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10281  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  COOE  3510-25-M 


University  of  Minnesota,  et  aU 
Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Articles 

The  following  are  notices  of  the 
receipt  of  applications  for  duty-free 
entry  of  scientific  articles  pursuant  to 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Educational, 

Scientific  and  Cultural  Materials 
Importation  Act  of  1966  (Public  Law  89- 
651;  80  Stat.  897).  Interested  persons 
may  present  their  views  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  whether  an  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
for  the  purposes  for  which  the  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States.  Such 
comments  must  be  filed  in  triplicate 
with  the  Director,  Statutory  Import 
Programs  Staff,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
within  20  calendar  days  after  the  date 
on  which  this  notice  of  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Regulations  (15  CFR  301.9)  issued 
under  the  cited  Act  prescribe  the 
requirements  for  comments. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  on  file, 
and  may  be  examined  between  8:30 
A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  in  Room  3109  of  the  Department 
of  Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  81-00114.  Applicant: 
University  of  Minnesota,  Department  of 
Anatomy,  4-135  Jackson  Hall,  School  of 
Medicine,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota 
55455.  Article:  Electron  Microscope 
Model  EM  109  and  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  the 
study  of  the  following  phenomena: 

(1)  Ultrastructure  of  cell  cytoskeletons 
after  detergent  extraction  using  the 
hydrocarbon  free  vacuum  system  for 
contamination-free  specimen 
observation  and  the  micro-dose-focusing 
system  for  minimal  radiation  damage  of 
specimens. 

(2)  Ultrastructural  investigations  of 
cells  in  reproductive  gastrointestinal, 
nervous,  endocrine,  and  circulatory 
systems  using  standard  thin  section 
techniques. 

(3)  High  resolution  studies  of 
biological  membranes  using 
contemporary  free  fracture  techniques 
and  newly  developed  quick  freeze 


methods  that  permit  3-dimensional 
examination  of  cell  replicas. 

(4)  Ultrastructural  localization  of  cell 
and  tissue  antigens  at  EM  level  using 
immunocytochemical  techniques  on 
both  osmicated  and  unosmicated  thin 
sections  of  biological  tissue  and  on  free 
cells. 

(5)  Quantitation  of  cellular 
components  in  the  aforementioned  areas 
of  investigation  using  distortion  free 
micrographs. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  January  26, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00115.  Applicant: 
Medical  College  of  Wisconsin,  National 
Biomedical  ESR  Center,  8701  Watertown 
Plank  Road,  P.O.  Box  26509,  Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin,  53226.  Article:  Excimer 
Laser,  EMG  101  and  CO*  Conversion  Kit. 
Manufacturer:  Lambda-Physik,  GmbH, 
West  Germany.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  as  a 
source  of  coherent  radiation  at  several 
frequencies  in  the  ultraviolet  region  of 
the  spectrum.  A  main  thrust  of  the 
research  is  the  study  of  transient 
response  of  paramagnetic  systems  to 
pulsed  excitation.  The  high  average 
power  and  high  energy  per  pulse  of  the 
laser  will  be  utilized  to  generate 
paramagnetic  systems  and  induce 
abrupt  temperature  changes.  The  article 
will  be  used  by  many  graduate  students, 
postdoctoral  fellows  and  visiting 
scientists  who  will  have  the  opportunity 
to  learn  the  techniques  and  application 
of  lasers  to  research. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  January  26. 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00116.  Applicant: 
University  of  California,  Los  Angeles, 
Jerry  Lewis  Neuomuscular  Research 
Center,  405  Hilgard  Avenue,  Los 
Angeles,  California  90024.  Article: 
Electron  Microscope,  Model  EM  10C. 
Manufacturer  Carl  Zeiss.  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  the 
study  of  biological  tissues,  especially 
nerve  and  muscle  fibers,  isolated 
membrane  fractions  as  well  as 
biological  macromolecules  important  to 
muscle  function.  It  is  planned  to  gather 
structural  information,  at  the  molecular 
level,  to  understand  better  the 
relationships  between  structure  and 
function.  Experiments  will  be  conducted 
to  determine  the  three-dimensional 
organization  of  biological 
macromolecules  relevant  to  both  nerve 
and  muscle  function.  These  experiments 
will  include  the  isolation  and 
crystallization  of  macromolecules  such 
as  the  sodium  potassium-dependent 
adenosine  triphosphatase.  The  article 
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will  also  be  used  for  demonstration  in 
courses  at  the  graduate  school  level  in 
the  Department  of  Anatomy  (i.e., 
seminars  in  cell  structure  and  function, 
as  well  as  others). 

Application  received  by  commissioner 
of  customs:  February  4, 1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00117.  Applicant: 

Indiana  University,  Purchasing 
Department  (for  Fine  Arts),  1101  East 
Seventeenth  Street,  Bloomington, 

Indiana  47405.  Article:  Infrared 
Reflectography  Equipment. 

Manufacturer:  Grundig  Nederland  B.V., 
The  Netherlands.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  the 
following  purposes: 

(1)  to  examine  art  works  for  the 
underdrawing  and  stages  of  the  painting 
process  in  art  historical  research. 

(2)  to  assist  in  determining  the 
authenticity  of  works  of  art  in  Indiana 
University’s  museum  of  art. 

(3)  to  determine  the  condition  of 
works  of  art  in  problems  of 
conservation. 

(4)  To  instruct  students  in  art  history, 
conservation,  and  museology  in  the 
operation  of  the  equipment  and  the 
interpretation  of  the  technical 
documents  obtained  when  using 
infrared  reflectography. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00118.  Applicant: 
Institute  for  Astronomy,  2680  Woodlawn 
Drive,  Honolulu,  HI  96822.  Article: 
Optically  contacted  Piezo/capacitor 
tuned  Fabry-Perot  Etalori  w/ 

Stabilization  System.  Manufacturer: 
Queensgate  Instrument  Ltd.,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  as  part  of  a 
specially  constructed  astronomical 
observing  instrument  in  observations  to 
be  made  at  the  Mauna  Kea  Observatory. 
Investigations  will  include  studies  of  the 
optical  emissions  of  astrophysical 
plasmas  of  the  major  planets,  asteroids 
and  in  particular,  die  high  density 
plasma  ring  surrounding  Jupiter’s 
planetary  satellite  Io.  The  objective  of 
the  studies  will  be  to  characterize  the 
properties  (density,  temperature, 
gravitational  loading,  distribution,  etc.) 
of  the  plasma  under  investigation. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00119.  Applicant: 
Sandia  Laboratories,  Division  5111, 
Albuquerque,  NM  87185.  Article: 
Backscattered  Electron  Detector,  BEI-4. 
Manufacturer:  JEOL  Ltd.,  Japan. 

Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
intended  to  be  used  for  the  examination 
of  crystalline  and  non-Crystalline  solids, 
including  iron  and  aluminium  which 


have  been  implanted  with  a  second 
species.  These  will  be  examined  just 
after  implantation,  after  furnace 
annealing,  and  after  pulsed  electron 
beam  or  pulsed  laser  irradiation. 
Experiments  will  use  backscattered 
electron  microscopy  to  look  at  second 
phase  particles  in  ion  implanted  A1  and 
Fe.  Backscattered  electron  detection  will 
also  be  used  to  study  changes  in  the 
surface  of  the  samples  resulting  from  ion 
implantation  or  pulsed  irradiation. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00120.  Applicant: 
Brookhaven  National  Laboratory, 

Upton,  New  York  11973.  Article:  Mass  - 
Spectrometer  System,  “Supavac”. 
Manufacturer:  V.G.  Scientific,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for  studies 
involving  the  identity  and  quantity  of 
residual  gases  in  beamlines. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00122.  Applicant:  St. 
Luke’s-Roosevelt  Hospital  Center,  421 
West  113th  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10025.  Article:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  EM  109  with  Accessories. 
Manufacturer:  Carl  Zeiss,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  those 
phases  of  biomedical  research  in  which 
ultrastructural  abnormalities  occur 
within  experimentally  injured  or 
spontaneously  diseased  cells.  The 
material  examined  is  usually  tissue  from 
experimental  animals  although  purified 
cells  or  subfractions  thereof  will  be 
studied  as  well.  Particular  projects  will 
include:  studies  of  the  changes  in  the 
absorptive  cells  of  the  lining  of  the 
intestine  which  occur  with  age  in  rats 
and  investigation  of  the  synthesis  of 
lipids  by  cells  lining  the  lung. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00123.  Applicant: 
Stanford  University,  851  Welch  Road, 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94304.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope  Model  EM  109  with 
Accessories.  Manufacturer:  Carl  Zeiss, 
West  Germany.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  the 
study  of  neurotransmitters  in  the  brain 
as  well  as  investigation  of  hormones 
from  various  glands.  The  aim  of  this 
study  is  to  identify  new  materials  in  the 
brain  which  may  be  important  in  serious 
mental  or  neurological  disorders.  In 
addition  the  article  will  be  used  in  the 
training  of  graduate  students  and 
postdoctoral  fellows. 


Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00124.  Applicant: 
Niagara  County  Community  College, 

3111  Saunders  Settlement  Road, 

Sanborn,  New  York  14132.  Article:  Gear 
Pump  Test  Set.  Manufacturer:  Plint  & 
Partners,  United  Kingdom.  Intended  use 
of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  for  educational  purposes  in  the 
course:  MET  5431 — Hydraulics  and 
Pneumatics.  The  course  content  will 
include  teaching  basic  principles  of  fluid 
mechanics  with  emphasis  on  the 
application  of  these  concepts  to 
hydraulic  and  pneumatic  devices. 

Topics  include  fluid  properties, 
hydraulic  cylinders,  fluid  power,  and 
pressure  loss  in  pipes  and  fittings.  Flow  - 
characteristics  of  valves,  orifices, 
nozzles,  venturis,  and  pumps  are 
considered. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00125.  Applicant:  U.S. 
Naval  Research  Laboratory,  4555 
Overlook  Avenue,  Washington,  D.C. 
20375.  Article:  Specimen  Holder  for  JEM 
200C  Electron  Microscope.  Manfacturer: 
JOEL  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of 
Article:  The  article  is  an  accessory  to  be 
used  with  an  existing  electon 
microscope  to  perform  electron 
diffraction  contrast  investigations  of  a 
large  number  of  metals,  alloys,  ceramics, 
and  other  materials. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00126.  Applicant: 
Arizona  State  University,  Tempe, 
Arizona  85281.  Article:  ER  200D-10/12 
Electron  Paramagnetic  Resonance 
Spectrometer  with  Accessories. 
Manfacturer:  Bruker-Physik,  West 
Germany.  Intended  use  of  Article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  in 
conducting  experiments  of  the  following: 

(1)  Surface  interface  reactions  on 
well-characterized  complex  substrates. 

(2)  Solar-energy  harvesting  by 
polyene-porphyrin  esters: 

(3)  Chemisorption,  reaction 
mechanisms,  and  molecular  motional 
processes  of  adsorbates  on  catalytic 
surfaces; 

(4)  Cuticular  permeability  of 
arthropods; 

(5)  Transitions  in  magnetic 
dimensionality; 

(6)  Electron-electron  interactions  in 
metal-ammonia  systems; 

(7)  Mechanisms  of  action  of 
neurochemical  therapeutic  agents; 
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(8)  Unsaturated  fatty  acid  metabolism 
in  hepatocytes  from  thermally 
acclimated  rainbow  trout; 

(9)  Magnetism  of  small  metallic 
particles; 

(10)  Solid-electrolyte  transitions  and 
ionic  motions; 

(11)  Photochemistry  of  early- 
transition-metal  alkyl  complexes;  and 

(12)  Ionic  transport  mechanisms  in 
solids. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00127.  Applicant: 
Brookhaven  National  Laboratory, 

Upton,  New  York  11973.  Article:  Ultra- 
High  Vacuum  Sample  Manipulator. 
Manfacturer:  V.G.  Scientific,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  use  of  Article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
manipulating  samples  into  NSLS  beam 
for  measurement. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00128.  Applicant: 
Upstate  Medical  Center,  Otolaryngology 
Labrs,  766  Irving  Avenue,  Syracuse, 

New  York  13210.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope,  Model  JEM  100S  and 
Accessories.  Manfacturer:  Joel  Ltd., 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  Article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  to  examine 
various  types  of  biological  specimens. 
The  tissues  will  be  routinely  embedded 
in  plastic,  thin  sectioned  and  examined 
after  staining  with  heavy  metals  or 
histochemical  reactions.  The 
investigations  will  be  concerned  with: 

(1)  Delineation  of  the  efferent  and 
afferent  connections  of  the  vestibular 
nuclei  in  the  cat. 

(2)  Determination  of  the 
ultrastructural  specializations  normally 
present  in  muscle  fibers  in  various 
muscles  in  the  head  and  neck  of  the  cat 
and  human  (obtained  from  tissues 
removed  as  part  of  surgical  procedures). 

(3)  Determination  of  the 
ultrastructural  changes  observed  in  the 
head  and  neck  muscles  during  the 
course  of  denervation  atrophy. 

The  article  will  also  be  used  to  train 
otolaryngology  residents  and  research 
fellows  in  the  use  of  the  electron 
miscrscope. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00129.  Applicant: 
Boston  University  Medical  Center, 
Department  of  Anatomy,  80  East 
Concord  Street,  Boston,  MA  02118. 
Article:  Electron  Microscope  Model  JEM 
100S  and  Accessories.  Manfacturer:  Jeol 
Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  Article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  to  examine 
mammalian  brain  tissue  as  part  of 


studies  of  the  synaptic  organization  of 
the  cerebral  cortex.  These  studies 
involve  taking  thousands  of  electron 
micrographs  of  serial  thin  sections 
through  individual  nerve  cells.  In 
addition,  the  article  will  be  used  to  train 
graduate  students  in  Anatomy  who  are 
working  towards  their  Ph.D. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

Docket  No.  81-00130.  Applicant: 
University  of  Minnesota,  The  Hormel 
Institute,  801 16th  Avenue,  N.E.,  Austin, 
Minnesota  55912.  Article:  Electron 
Microscope,  Model  JEM  100S  with  Sheet 
Film  Camera.  Manfacturer:  Jeol  Ltd., 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  Article:  The 
article  is  intended  to  be  used  to  examine 
various  types  of  biological  specimens  in 
relation  to  chemical  properties  and 
biological  functions  of  lipids.  Primarily, 
the  article  will  be  used  to  gain 
fundamental  information  on  the 
relationship  of  lipids  to  health  and 
disease  as  part  of  a  study  of  the 
chemical  and  physical  properties  and 
the  biological  functions  of  lipids.  Major 
emphasis  is  placed  on  research  on  lipids 
in  relation  to  heart  and  circulatory 
diseases,  degeneration  of  brain  and 
nerves,  secretory  and  lung  diseases  and 
nutritional  diseases.  Models  used  in  the 
studies  include  animals,  fish,  plants, 
cells  in  culture,  subcellular  organelles 
and  purified  enzymes,  all  having 
features  of  advantage  in  relating 
structure  to  function. 

Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  February  4, 
1981. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

|I  R  Doc.  81-10262  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-2S-M 


National  Bureau  of  Standards; 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  a.rticle  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651.  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  Part  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.  in 
Room  3109  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 


Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00421.  Applicant: 
National  Bureau  of  Standards,  Rte.  270 
and  Quince  Orchard  Road, 

Gaithersburg,  MD  20760.  Article: 
Lumonics  K922  Co*  Laser  Amplifier. 
Manufacturer:  Lumonics  Research  Ltd., 
Canada.  Intended  use  of  article:  See 
Notice  on  page  75729  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  November  17, 1980. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  provides 
a  2X3  centimeter  (cm)  aperture,  three 
hertz  repetition  rate  and  a  gain  equal  to 
0.04/cm  at  10.59  microns.  The 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  January  15, 1981  that  (1)  the 
capability  of  the  foreign  article 
described  above  is  pertinent  to  the 
applicant's  intended  purpose  and  (2)  it 
knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  the  applicant’s 
intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  be  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105.  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10263  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  S510-2S-M 


National  Bureau  of  Standards; 

Decision  oil  Application  for  Duty-Free 
Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  Part  301).  • 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.  in 
Room  3109  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building.  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20230. 
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Docket  No.  80-00419.  Applicant: 
National  Bureau  of  Standards 
(Department  of  Commerce),  Quince 
Orchard  Road  and  Rte  270, 

Gaithersburg,  MD  20760.  Article: 

Excimer  Laser,  TE-861.  Manufacturer:  — 
Lumonics  Ltd.,  Canada.  Intended  use  of 
article:  See  Notice  on  page  74957  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  November  13, 1980. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  provides 
a  ±  2  nanosecond  time  jitter  of  the  laser 
pulse  and  energies  of  12  to  1000 
millioules  at  specific  wavelengths  from 
0.157  to  10.6  microns  for  the  desired 
lasing  gas.  The  Department  of  Health 
and  Human  Services  advises  in  its 
memorandum  dated  January  15, 1981 
that  (1)  the  capabilities  of  the  foreign 
article  described  above  are  pertinent  to 
the  applicant’s  intended  purpose  and  (2) 
it  knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  the  applicant’s 
intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  of  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10264  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


National  Center  for  Toxicological 
Research;  Decision  on  Application  for 
Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  Part  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.  in 
Room  3109  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenues,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  80-00415.  Applicant: 
National  Center  for  Toxicological 


Research,  Jefferson,  AR  72079. 

ARTICLE:  Tissue  Processor  for  Electron 
Microscopy.  Manufacturer:  Max 
Zollinger,  Inc.,  Canada.  Intended  use  of 
article:  See  Notice  on  page  74957  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  November  13, 1980. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.-No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  provides 
±0.2°  centigrade  control  of  its 
temperature  module,  liquid  transfer  by 
pressure-vacuum  for  corrosive  liquids 
and  the  ability  to  store  up  to  ten 
separate  programs.  The  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  advises  in 
its  memorandum  dated  January  15, 1981 
that  (1)  the  capability  of  the  foreign 
article  described  above  are  pertinent  to 
the  applicant's  intended  purpose  and  (2) 
it  knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  the  applicant’s 
intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10265  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Intent  To  Remove  Contract  From 
Inventory  of  Service  Contracts 

AGENCY:  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration, 

Commerce. 

action:  Notice  of  Withdrawal. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given 
pursuant  to  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  Circular  A-76  and  the 
Department  of  Commerce 
Administrative  Order  201-41 
implementing  OMB  Circular  A-76,  that 
the  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration  (NOAA)  intends  to 
remove  the  maintenance  of  the  UNIVAC 
1108  computer  system  in  Miami,  FL  from 
its  inventory  of  service  contracts  which 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
August  7, 1980.  The  contract  for 


maintenance  will  be  awarded  under  the 
small  business  set-aside  program. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Samuel  A.  Lawrence,  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Management  and 
Budget,  6010  Executive  Building, 
Rockville,  MD  20852,  Phone:  443-8134. 

Dated:  March  30, 1981. 

Francis  J.  Balint, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Management  and 
Computer  Systems. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10276  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-12-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council;  Public  Meetings 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA. 

SUMMARY:  The  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  by 
Section  302  of  the  Magnuson  Fishery 
Conservation  and  Management  Act 
(Public  Law  94-265),  will  meet  to  discuss 
amendments  to  the  Atlantic  Mackeral, 
Atlantic  Squid,  and  Butterfish  Fishery 
Management  Plans  (FMP’s),  the  status  of 
other  FMP’s,  foreign  fishing  applications, 
and  other  fishery  management  and 
administrative  matters. 

DATES:  The  public  meetings  will 
convene  on  Wednesday,  May  13, 1981, 
at  approximately  9:00  a.m.,  and  will 
adjourn  on  Thursday,  May  14, 1981,  at 
approximately  4:00  p.m.  The  meetings 
may  be  lengthened  or  shortened,  or 
agenda  items  rearranged,  depending 
upon  the  progress  made  on  the  agenda. 
address:  The  meetings  will  take  place 
at  the  Waikiki  Motor  Inn,  Wisteria  Road 
and  the  Beach,  Wildwood  Crest,  New 
Jersey  08260. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council,  Room  2115,  Federal  Building, 
North  and  New  Streets,  Dover, 

Delaware  19901,  Telephone:  (302)  674- 
2331. 

Dated:  April  1, 1981. 

Robert  K.  Crowell, 

Deputy  Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10341  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-22-M 


COPYRIGHT  ROYALTY  TRIBUNAL 
l Docket  No.  CRT  80-4] 

Cable  Royalty  Distribution  Proceeding 
agency:  Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal. 
action:  Notice. 
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summary:  Pursuant  to  17  U.S.C. 
111(d)(5)(B),  the  Copyright  Royalty 
Tribunal  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (46  FR 14153)  notice,  effective 
March  2, 1981,  of  a  controversy 
concerning  the  distribution  of  1979  cable 
royalty  fees.  The  Tribunal  announces 
that  there  will  be  a  conference  of 
claimants  or  their  authorized 
representatives  to  discuss  the  structure 
and  conduct  of  the  distribution 
proceedings  at  10:00  a.m.,  April  15. 1981, 
at  2100  K  Street  NW„  Room  414. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Clarence  L.  James,  Jr.,  Chairman, 
Copyright  Royalty  Tribunal,  (202)  653- 
5175. 

Dated:  March  31, 1981. 

Clarence  L.  James,  Jr., 

Chairman. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10328  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BULLING  CODE  1410-06-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
[ERA  Docket  No.  81-23-NG] 

Natural  Gas  Import  Application  To 
Amend  Authorization;  Border  Gas,  Inc. 

agency:  Department  of  Energy, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 
action:  Notice  of  application  to  amend 
natural  gas  import  authorization  to 
permit  purchase  price  increase. 

SUMMARY:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  gives  notice  of  the 
receipt  on  March  26, 1981,  of  an 
application  of  Border  Gas,  Inc.  (Border) 
to  amend  its  natural  gas  import 
authorization  in  order  to  permit  the 
purchase  of  natural  gas  from  Mexico  at 
a  price  of  U.S.  $4.94  per  MMBtu, 
effective  April  1, 1981.  Border  also 
requests  that  ERA  authorize  Border, 
commencing  April  1, 1981,  to  pay  the 
higher  of  either  the  price  payable  under 
the  Border  contract  with  Potroleos 
Mexicanos  (Pemex)  or  the  Canadian 
border  price  as  the  Canadian  price  may 
be  approved  by  ERA  from  time  to  time. 
Border  requests  ERA'S  expedited 
consideration  of  this  application. 

The  application  is  filed  with  ERA 
pursuant  to  Section  3  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  DOE  Delegation  Order  No. 
0204-54.  Protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene  are  invited. 

Dates:  Protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene  are  to  be  filed  no  later  than 
4:30  p.m.  on  April  16, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Judith  Mariassy  (Division  of  Natural 

Gas),  Economic  Regulatory 


Administration,  2000  M  Street  NW., 
Room  7108,  RG-55,  Washington,  D.C- 
20461,  (202)  653-3220. 

Patrica  J.  Neel  (Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Natural  Gas  and  Mineral 
Leasing),  1000  Independence  Ave., 

SW.,  Forrestal  Bldg.,  Room  5B-074, 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  (202)  252- 
2900. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 

15. 1980,  ERA  issued  Opinion  and  Order 
No.  16A,  authorizing  Border  to  continue 
importation  of  300  million  cubic  feet  of 
natural  gas  per  day  from  Pemex  at  the 
higher  of  either  U.S.  $4.47  per  MMBtu  or 
the  price  determined  pursuant  to  the 
escalation  clause  in  Border's  contract 
with  Pemex.  This  authorization  was  . 
based  on  the  findings  that  the  proposed 
price  of  U.S.  $4.47  per  MMBtu  was 
competitive  with  the  costs  of  alternate 
fuels  and  consistent  with  the  Canadian 
border  price  in  effect  at  that  time. 

On  January  16, 1981,  Border  notified 
ERA  that  for  the  period  from  January  1, 
1981,  through  March  31, 1981,  the  price 
derived  from  the  escalation  formula  in 
the  Border/Pemex  contract  was  U.S. 
$.826  per  MMBtu  and  it  would  pay  that 
price  for  gas  imported  fom  Mexico. 

On  January  15, 1981,  the  Government 
of  Canada  announced  a  border  price  of 
U.S.  $4.94  per  MMBtu  for  natural  gas 
exported  to  the  United  States,  effective 
April  1, 1981.  The  U.S.  pipeline 
companies  importing  Canadian  gas  were 
authorized  by  ERA  to  pay  that  price  in 
Opinion  and  Order  29  issued  on  March 

27. 1981. 

In  a  letter  dated  March  16, 1981, 
Pemex  insisted  that  on  April  1, 1981,  the 
price  payable  under  their  contract  with 
Border  “shall  rise  to  U.S.  $4.94/MMBtu.” 
*  Consequently,  Border  filed  an 
application  with  the  ERA  on  March  26. 
1981  requesting  that  it  be  authorized  to 
pay  U.S.  $4.94  per  MMBtu  for  natural 
gas  purchased  from  Pemex  effective 
April  1, 1981.  Border  states  that  because 
the  proposed  border  price  is  competitive 
with  alternate  fuels,  authorization  by 
ERA  would  not  be  inconsistent  vrith  the 
public  interest.  Border  states  that  any 
action  adversely  affecting  continued 
receipt  of  gas  from  Mexico  would  not  be 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  since 
the  United  States’  need  for  both  short¬ 
term  and  long-term  supplemental  gas 
supplies  continues. 

Border  also  requests,  as  a  result  of 
Pemex’s  letter  of  March  16. 1981,  that 
ERA  authorize  Border  to  pay,  effective 
April  1981,  the  higher  of  the  price  under 
the  Border/Pemex  contract  or  the 
Canadian  border  price  as  adjusted  from 
time  to  time  and  authorized  by  ERA. 


Other  Information 

The  ERA  invites  protests  or  petitions 
for  intervention  in  the  proceeding.  Such 
protests  or  petitions  are  to  be  filed  with 
the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Division  of  Natural  Gas 
Docket  Room,  Room  7108,  RG-55,  2000 
M  Street,  N.W„  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  Protests 
or  petitions  for  intervention  will  be 
accepted  for  consideration  if  filed  no 
later  than  4:30  p.m.,  on  April  16, 1981. 

Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  the  proceedings  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition/ to  intervene.  Protests  filed  with 
ERA  will  be  considered  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceedings. 

A  hearing  will  not  be  held  unless  a 
motion  for  a  hearing  is  made  by  any 
party  and  is  granted  by  ERA,  or  if  the 
ERA  on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a 
hearing  is  required.  A  party  filing  a 
motion  for  hearing  must  demonstrate 
how  a  hearing  will  advance  the 
proceedings.  If  a  hearing  is  ordered,  due 
notice  will  be  given  to  the  parties. 

A  copy  of  the  applications  noticed  * 
herein  is  available  for  public  inspection 
and  copying  in  the  Division  of  Natural 
Gas  Docket  Room,  Room  7108.  2000  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
Federal  Holidays. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  April  2. 1981. 
F.  Scott  Bush, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Regulator}? 
Planning.  Economic  Regulator y 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10514  Filed  4-3-81;  10:58  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  64 50-0 1 -41 


Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.  and  Its 
Wholly  Owned  Subsidiary,  Arkla 
Chemical  Corp.;  Action  Taken  on 
Consent  Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.199(j).  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  hereby  gives  notice  of  final  action 
taken  on  a  Consent  Order.  Under  the 
terms  of  10  CFR  205.199(c),  no  Consent 
Order  involving  sums  in  excess  of 
$500,000  shall  become  effective  until 
ERA  publishes  notice  of  its  execution 
and  solicits  public  comments  with 
respect  to  its  terms. 

On  February  17, 1981,  ERA  published 
a  notice  of  a  Proposed  Consent  Order 
which  was  executed  between  Arkansas 
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Louisiana  Gas  Company  (ALG)  and  the 
DOE  (46  FR  12533,  February  17, 1981). 
With  that  notice,  and  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  205.199{j),  ERA  invited 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
proposed  Consent  Order.  Also,  in  that 
notice,  and  in  accordance  with  10  CFR 
205.283,  interested  parties  who  believe 
that  they  have  a  claim  to  all  or  a  portion 
of  the  refund  were  instructed  to  provide 
notification  to  ERA. 

The  ERA  has  not  received  any 
notifications  of  claims  nor  has  it 
received  any  comments  on  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  Consent  Order. 
Therefore,  ERA  has  concluded  that  the 
Consent  Order  as  executed  between  the 
DOE  and  ALG,  is  an  appropriate 
resolution  of  the  compliance 
proceedings  described  in  the  Notice 
published  February  17, 1981,  and  hereby 
gives  notice  that  the  Consent  Order 
shall  become  effective  as  proposed, 
without  modification,  on  April  6, 1981. 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas,  this  25th  day  of 
March,  1981. 

Wayne  I.  Tucker, 

Southwest  District  Manager,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10334  Filed  4-3-81;  8.45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 

Nielson  Enterprises,  Inc.;  Action  Taken 
on  Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  Consent 
Order. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (“ERA”)  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  ("DOE”) 
announces  action  taken  to  execute  a 
Consent  Order  and  provides  an 
opportunity  for  public  comment  on  the 
Consent  Order  and  on  potential  claims 
against  the  refunds  deposited  in  an 
escrow  account  established  pursuant  to 
the  Consent  Order. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  March  20, 1981. 

Comments  by:  May  6, 1981. 
address:  Send  comments  to:  Kenneth  E. 
Merica,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  P.  O.  Box  26247,  Belmar 
Branch,  Lakewood,  Colorado  80226. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kenneth  E.  Merica,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  P.  O.  Box  26247,  Belmar 
Branch,  Lakewood,  Colorado  80226  (303) 
234-3195. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

March  20, 1981,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  ERA  executed  a 


Consent  Order  with  Nielson  Enterprises, 
Inc.  (“NEI”)  of  Denver,  Colorado.  Under 
10  C.F.R.  §  205.199j(b),  a  Consent  Order 
which  involves  a  sum  of  less  than 
$500,000.00  in  the  aggregate,  excluding 
penalties  and  interest,  becomes  effective 
upon  its  execution. 

I.  THE  CONSENT  ORDER 

NEI,  with  its  home  office  located  in 
Denver,  Colorado,  is  a  firm  engaged  in 
the  production  and  sales  of  crude  oil 
and  is  subject  to  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  and  Allocation 
Regulations,  set  forth  at  10  C.F.R.,  Parts 
210,  211,  212.  To  resolve  certain  civil 
actions  which  could  be  brought  by  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  as  a  result  of 
its  audit  of  NEI,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA  and  NEI  entered  into 
a  Consent  Order,  the  significant  terms  of 
which  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  ERA  alleges  that  during  the 
period  June  1, 1979,  through  August  31, 

1980,  certain  volumes  of  crude  oil 
produced  and  sold  from  the  Tovrea  B-l 
Well,  which  is  located  in  the  State  of 
Kansas,  were  sold  at  prices  in  excess  of 
those  authorized  under  the  price 
regulations. 

2.  As  a  result,  the  ERA  alleges  that 
during  the  period  June  1, 1979,  through 
August  31, 1980,  NEI  charged  more  than 
the  maximum  lawful  selling  prices  in 
certain  sales  of  crude  oil  in  violation  of 
10  CFR  Part  212,  Subpart  D. 

3.  NEI  has  agreed  to  pay  $325,000.00 
into  a  special  fund  administered  by  the 
ERA  in  settlement  of  the  alleged 
overcharged  to  its  customers  during  the 
specified  period. 

4.  NEI  has  agreed  to  pay  a  civil 
penalty  of  $25,000.00. 

5.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

II.  DISPOSITION  OF  REFUNDED 
OVERCHARGES 

In  this  Consent  Order,  NEI  agrees  to 
refund,  in  full  settlement  of  any  civil 
liability  with  respect  to  actions  which 
might  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  arising  out  of  the 
transactions  specified  in  1. 1.  above,  the 
sum  of  $325,000.00  on  or  before  April  3, 

1981.  Refunded  overcharges  will  be  in 
the  form  of  a  certified  check  made 
payable  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Energy  and  will  be 
delivered  to  the  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Enforcement,  ERA.  These  funds  will 
remain  in  a  suitable  account  pending  the 
determination  of  their  proper 
disposition. 

The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
law  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 


distribution  of  such  refunded 
overcharges  requires  that  only  those 
"persons”  (as  defined  at  10  C.F.R. 

§  205.2)  who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as 
a  result  of  the  transcation  described  in 
the  Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry’s  complex  marketing  system,  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  either 
been  passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers  or  offset  through 
devices  such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program.  See  10  CFR 
211.67.  In  fact,  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  a  payment  to 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  §  205.1991(a). 

III.  SUBMISSION  OF  WRITTEN  COMMENTS 

A.  Potential  Claimants:  Interest 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  now 
being  required.  Written  notification  to 
the  ERA  at  this  time  is  requested 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  identifying 
valid  potential  claims  to  the  refund 
amount.  After  potential  claims  are 
identified,  procedures  for  the  making  of 
proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claim  within 
the  comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbursing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  in  the 
general  public  interest. 

B.  Other  Comments:  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
terms,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order. 

You  should  send  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  to 
Kenneth  E.  Merica,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  26247,  Belmar 
Branch,  Lakewood,  Colorado  80226.  You 
may  obtain  a  free  copy  of  this  Consent 
Order  by  writing  to  the  same  address  or 
by  calling  (303)  234-3195. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  "Comments  on  Nielson 
Enterprises  Inc.,  Consent  Order.”  We 
will  consider  all  comments  we  receive 
by  4:30  p.m.,  local  time  on  May  6, 1981. 
You  should  identify  any  information  or 
data  which,  in  your  opinion,  is 
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confidential  and  submit  it  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Lakewood,  Colorado  on  the  23d 
day  of  March,  1981. 

Kenneth  E.  Mercia, 

District  Manager  of  Enforcement,  Rocky 
Mountain  District,  Economic  Regulatory 
Adminisration. 

James  A  Forrester, 

Acting  Regional  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.81-10337-  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Superior  Oil  Co.;  Proposed  Consent 
Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  Consent 
Order  and  opportunity  for  comment. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  a  proposed 
Consent  Order  and  provides  an 
opportunity  for  public  comment  on  the 
proposed  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the'  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 

DATE:  March  20, 1981. 

COMMENTS  BY:  May  6, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Wayne  I.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235-(214)  767-7745. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION*.  On 
March  20, 1981,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  ERA  executed  a 
proposed  Consent  Order  with  the 
Superior  Oil  Company  of  Houston, 
Texas.  Under  10  CFR  205.199)(b),  a 
proposed  Consent  Order  which  involves 
a  sum  of  $500,000  or  more  in  the 
aggregate,  excluding  penalties  and 
interest,  becomes  effective  only  after  the 
DOE  has  received  comments  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  Consent  Order. 
Although  the  ERA  has  signed  and 
tentatively  accepted  the  proposed 
Consent  Order,  the  ERA  may,  after 
consideration  of  the  comments  it 
receives,  withdraw  its  acceptance  and, 
if  appropriate,  attempt  to  negotiate  an 
alternative  Consent  Order. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

The  Superior  Oil  Company,  with  its 
office  located  in  Houston,  Texas  is  a 
firm  engaged  in  crude  oil  production, 


and  is  subject  to  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  and  Allocation 
Regulations  at  10  CFR,  Parts  210,  211, 

212.  To  resolve  certain  civil  actions 
which  could  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  as  a  result  of  its  audit  of 
crude  oil  sales,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  and  The  Superior  Oil 
Company,  entered  into  a  Consent  Order, 
the  significant  terms  of  which  are  as 
follows: 

II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  The  Superior 
Oil  Company  agrees  to  refund,  in  full 
settlement  of  any  civil  liability  with 
respect  to  actions  which  might  be 
brought  by  the  Office  of  Enforcement, 
ERA,  arising  out  of  the  transactions 
specified  in  1.1.  above,  the  sum  of 
$9,800,000.00  within  15  days  after  the 
effective  date  of  the  Consent  Order. 
Refunded  overcharges  will  be  in  the 
form  of  a  certified  check  made  payable 
to  the  United  States  Department  of 
Energy  and  will  be  delivered  to  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Enforcement,  ERA.  These  funds  will 
remain  in  a  suitable  account  pending  the 
determination  of  their  proper 
disposition.  The  DOE  intends  to 
distribute  the  refund  amounts  in  a  just 
and  equitable  manner  in  accordance 
with  applicable  laws  and  regulations. 
Accordingly,  distribution  of  such 
refunded  overcharges  requires  that  only 
those  “persons"  (as  defined  at  10  CFR 
205.2)  who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a 
result  of  the  transactions  described  in 
the  Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry's  complex  marketing  system,  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  either 
been  passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers  or  offset  through 
devices  such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program,  10  CFR  211.67. 

In  fact,  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimants:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  now 
being  required.  Written  notification  to 
the  ERA  at  this  time  is  requested 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  identifying 


valid  potential  claims  to  the  refund 
amount.  After  potential  claims  are 
identified,  procedures  for  the  making  of 
proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claim  within 
the  comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbursing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  to  the 
general  public  interest. 

B.  Other  Comments :  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
terms,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order.  You  should  send 
your  comments  or  written  notification  of 
a  claim  to  Wayne  I.  Tucker,  District 
Manager  of  Enforcement,  Southwest 
District  Office,  Department  of  Energy, 
P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas,  Texas  75235.  You 
may  obtain  a  free  copy  of  this  Consent 
Order  by  writing  to  fire  same  address  or 
by  calling  (214)  767-7745. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  “Comments  on  The 
Superior  Oil  Company’s  Consent 
Order.”  We  will  consider  all  comments 
we  receive  by  4:30  p.m.,  local  time,  on 
May  6, 1981.  You  should  identify  any 
information  or  data  which,  in  your 
opinion,  is  confidential  and  submit  it  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  in  10 
CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas  on  the  26th  day  of 
March,  1981. 

Wayne  I.  Tucker, 

District  Manager  for  Enforcement.  Southwest 
District,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10339  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  ami 

I3ILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


R.  L  Bums  Corp.;  Proposed  Remedial 
Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.192(c),  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  which  was  issued  to  R. 
L.  Burns  Corporation  (Burns).  This 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  charges  Bums 
with  pricing  violations  in  the  amount  of 
$3,121,041.15,  connected  with  the  sale  of 
domestic  crude  oil  during  the  time 
period.  September  1, 1973  through 
January  31, 1976,  in  the  State  of  Texas. 

A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  from  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228. 
Dallas,  Texas  75235  —  (214)  767-7745. 
On  or  before  April  21, 1981,  any 
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aggrieved  person  may  file  a  Notice  of 
Objection  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  2000  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  205.193. 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas,  on  the  26th  day  of 
March,  1981. 

Wayne  I.  Tucker, 

District  Manager  for  Enforcement,  Southwest 
District,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10338  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  ER81-359-000] 

Boston  Edison  Co.;  Filing 

March  31, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Boston  Edison 
Company  (Boston  Edison)  on  March  24, 
1981,  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed  rate 
schedule  consisting  of  a  contract  for  the 
sale  of  unit  capacity  to  the  Braintree 
(Massachusetts)  Electric  Light 
Department. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  on  the 
Braintree  Electric  Light  Department  and 
the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Public 
Utilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  20, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10308  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RE81-91-000] 

Cambridge  Electric  Light  Co.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Cambridge  Electric 
Light  Company  (Cambridge),  on  March 
16, 1981,  filed  an  application  for 


exemption  from  certain  requirements  of 
Part  290  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  concerning  collection  and 
reporting  of  cost  of  service  information 
under  Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  from  the  requirements  to  file 
on  or  before  June  30, 1982,  information 
on  the  costs  of  providing  electric  service 
as  specified  in  §§  290.404(d)  and 
290.404(g). 

In  its  application  for  exemption, 
Cambridge  states  that  it  should  not  be 
required  to  file  the  specified  data  for  the 
following  reasons: 

(1)  Historically  it  has  not  separately 
identified  certain  classes  of  customers. 

(2)  Efforts  to  comply  with  the  statute 
would  place  a  substantial  demand  on 
Cambridge  manpower. 

(3)  Load  research  will  not  be 
completed  in  time  for  reporting  in  1982. 

(4)  Cambridge  will  meet  part  of  the 
requirements  for  1982  and  all  of  the 
requirements  for  1984. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  Cambridge 
Electric  Light  Company,  Attention:  Mr.  J. 
J.  Tasillo,  Jr.,  Vice  President — Rates,  675 
Massachusetts  Avenue,  Cambridge, 
Massachusetts  02139. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10318  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RE81-84-0001 

Central  Maine  Power  Co.;  Application 
for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Central  Maine  Power 
Company  (CMP),  on  March  13, 1981, 
filed  an  application  for  exemption  from 
certain  requirements  of  Part  290  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  concerning 
collection  and  reporting  of  oost  of 
service  information  under  Section  133  of 
the  Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies 
Act,  Order  No.  48  (44  FR  58687,  October 
11, 1979).  Exemption  is  sought  from  the 
requirements  to  file  on  or  before  June  30, 
1982,  information  on  the  marginal  costs 
of  providing  electric  service  as  specified 


in  Subpart  C  and  Subpart  E,  Subsection 
290.502  of  the  Commission's  regulations. 

In  its  application  for  exemption,  CMP 
states  that  it  should  not  be  required  to 
file  the  specified  data  for  the  following 
reasons: 

(1)  An  extension  for  the  original  filing 
of  marginal  costs  information  has  been 
granted  to  May  1, 1981,  allowing  for  the 
use  of  more  recent  data. 

(2)  No  significant  change  is  expected 
in  information  due  May  1, 1981  and 
information  to  be  filed  again  by  June  30, 
1982. 

(3)  The  expense  of  developing  two 
sets  of  information  with  no  significant 
informational  gain  is  not  in  the  best 
interests  of  its  customers. 

(4)  The  filing  of  full  marginal  cost 
information  by  May  1, 1981  and  again  by 
June  30, 1984  will  fully  serve  the 
purposes  of  Section  133  of  PURPA. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  Central 
Maine  Power  Company,  Attention:  Mr. 
Seward  B.  Brewster,  General  Counsel, 
Edison  Drive,  Augusta,  Maine  04336. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10319  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  Re81-90-000] 

Commonwealth  Electric  Co.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Commonwealth 
Electric  Company  (Commonwealth),  on 
March  16, 1981,  filed  an  application  for 
exemption  from  certain  requirements  of 
Part  290  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  concerning  collection  and 
reporting  of  cost  of  service  information 
under  Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
REgulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48 
(44  FR  58687,  October  11, 1979). 
Exemption  is  sought  from  the 
requirements  to  file  on  or  before  June  30, 
1982,  information  on  the  costs  of 
providing  electric  service  as  specified  in 
§§  290.404(d)  and  290.404(g). 

In  its  application  for  exemption. 
Commonwealth  states  that  it  should  not 
be  required  to  file  the  specified  data  for 
the  following  reasons: 
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(1)  Historically  it  has  not  separately 
identified  certain  classes  of  customers. 

(2)  Efforts  to  comply  with  the  statute 
would  place  a  substantial  demand  on 
Commonwealth’s  manpower. 

(3)  Load  research  will  not  be 
completed  in  time  for  reporting  in  1982. 

(4)  Commonwealth  will  meet  part  of 
the  requirements  for  1982  and  all  of  the 
requirements  for  1984. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on: 
Commonwealth  Electric  Company, 
Attention:  Mr.  J.  J.  Tasillo,  Jr.,  Vice 
President — Rates,  675  Massachusetts 
Avenue,  Cambridge,  Massachusets 
02139. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10320  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RE81-79-000] 

Conowingo  Power  Co.;  Application  for 
Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Conowingo  Power 
Company  (Conowingo),  on  March  13, 
1981,  filed  an  application  for  exemption 
from  certain  requirements  of  Part  290  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations 
concerning  collection  and  reporting  of 
cost  of  service  information  under 
Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  from  the  requirements  to  file 
on  or  before  June  30, 1982,  information 
on  the  costs  of  providing  electric  service 
as  specified  in  Subparts  B,  C,  D  and  E. 

In  its  application  for  exemption, 
Conowingo  states  that  it  should  not  be 
required  to  file  the  specified  data  for  the 
following  reasons: 

(1)  Utilities  with  sales  of  electric 
energy  for  purposes  other  than  resale 
which  exceed  500,000,000  kilowatt-hours 
are  required  to  Hie  the  specified  data.  In 
1980,  the  year  in  which  such  sales 
determined  the  need  to  file  on  or  before 
June  30, 1982,  Conowingo  exceeded 
500,000,000  kilowatt-hours  by  only 
0.11%. 

(2)  The  Summer  of  1980  was  some  25% 
warmer  than  normal.  It  is  estimated  that 


the  sales  of  electricity  by  Conowingo 
were  increased  approximately  6,000,000 
kilowatt-hours  above  a  normal  sales 
level  as  a  result.  If  the  actual  sales  of 
electricity  for  1980  are  adjusted  to  a 
normal  level  of  summer  temperatures, 
the  sales  of  electricity  would  amount  to 
494,500,000  or  1.10%  below  the  threshold 
for  qualification. 

(3)  Conowingo  has  no  generation 
facilities  of  its  own  and  purchases  its 
power  from  the  Philadelphia  Electric 
Company  System.  The  Philadelphia 
Electric  Company  System  is  comprised 
of  the  Philadelphia  Electric  Company 
(98%)  and  Conowingo  (2%).  Details  of 
the  costs  of  the  Philadelphia  Electric 
Company  System’s  generating  plants 
and  interconnections  with  other  utilities 
were  provided  by  Philadelphia  Electric 
Company  on  November  1, 1980  and  will 
be  provided  again  on  or  before  June  30, 
1982  in  its  compliance  with  the 
Regulations. 

(4)  The  predominate  operating 
expenses  of  Conowingo  are  its 
purchased  power  expenses.  In  1980, 
Conowingo’s  purchased  power  expenses 
were  86%  of  its  total  operating  and 
maintenance  expenses.  This  purchase  of 
power  from  Philadelphia  Electric 
Company  is  made  under  provisions  of 
Philadelphia  Electric  Company’s  rate 
schedules  which  are  on  file  with  and 
regulated  by  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission. 

(5)  By  order  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland,  the  State 
commission  having  regulatory  authority 
over  Conowingo,  Conowingo  is 
reporting  quarterly  its  revenues, 
expenses  and  rate  base  information  in 
the  same  format  as  are  required  in  a 
normal  rate  filing.  The  Section  133  data 
requirements  substantially  exceed  the 
amounts  and  types  of  data  currently 
required  by  the  Public  Service 
Commission. 

(6)  The  additional  requirements  of  the 
Section  133  Regulations  would  impose  a 
costly  burden  on  Conowingo  without  an 
offsetting  benefit  under  present 
circumstances. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  Conowingo 
Power  Company,  Attention:  Mr.  R.  E. 


Bryson,  Vice  President,  213  North  Street, 
Elkton,  Maryland  21921. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10298  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-244-000] 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp.  and 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp. 

Application 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  17, 1981, 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Consolidated),  445  West  Main  Street, 
Clarksburg,  West  Virginia  26301,  and 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Supply),  Oil  City,  Pennsylvania  16301, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP81-244-000  a  joint 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  cetificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  blanket  exchange  of 
natural  gas,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  applicaton  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicants  state  that  they  have 
entered  into  an  exchange  agreement 
dated  February  6, 1981,  which  provides 
for  the  exchange  of  natural  gas 
produced  or  purchased  by  Applicants  in 
Elk,  Cameron  and  Clearfield  Counties, 
Pennsylvania,  and  in  Erie  and  Steuben 
Counties,  New  York.  It  is  further  stated 
that  such  exchange  would  take  place  at 
five  existing  and  two  new  points  of 
interconnection  specified  in  the 
agreement  and  at  other  mutually 
agreeable  points  of  interconnection 
which  would  be  established  in  the 
future. 

Applicants  assert  that  the  proposed 
exchange  would  be  on  a  gas-for-gas 
basis  with  no  charges  or  fuel  retention 
imposed  by  either  party. 

Applicants  further  state  that  the 
routine  gas-supply  facilities  necessary  to 
effect  such  exchange  of  natural  gas 
would  be  constructed  under  budget  type 
authorization.  . 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  April  23. 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
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not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applications  to  appear 
or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10299  Filed  4-J-81:  8;45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6459-85-M 


[Project  No.  4086-000] 

Consolidated  Hydroelectric,  Inc.; 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

March  31, 1961. 

Take  notice  that  Consolidated 
Hydroelectric,  Inc.  (Applicant)  filed  on 
January  29, 1981,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r)J  for  proposed  Project  No.  4086  to 
be  known  as  Canyon  Creek  Power 
Project  located  on  the  Canyon  Creek  in 
Siskiyou  County,  near  Quartz  Valley, 
California.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicant  should  be  directed 
to:  Mr.  Terence  L.  O’Rourke, 
Consolidated  Hydroelectric,  Inc.,  Suite 
208,  4543  Post  Oak  Place,  Houston, 
Texas  77027,  with  copies  to:  Mr.  Ronald 
F.  Ott,  Ott  Water  Engineers,  P.O.  Box 
4408,  Redding,  California  96099.  Any 
person  who  wishes  to  file  a  response  to 
this  notice  should  read  the  entire  notice 
and  must  comply  with  the  requirements 
specified  for  the  particular  kind  of 
response  that  person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of  three 


developments.  The  proposed  Upper 
Development  would  consist  of:  (1)  An 
existing  natural  rock  and  concrete 
diversion  dam:  (2)  a  3,950-foot  long,  3- 
foot  diameter  diversion  conduit;  (3)  a 
660-foot  long,  2-foot  diameter  steel 
penstock:  (4)  a  powerhouse  to  operate 
under  a  head  of  465  feet  and  to  contain 
one  impulse-type  turbine-generating  unit 
with  a  rated  capacity  of  1260  kW;  and 
(5)  a  0.5-mile  long,  12.5-kV  transmission 
line.  The  proposed  Middle  Development 
would  consist  of:  (1)  an  existing  natural 
rock  and  concrete  diversion  dam:  (2)  a 
3,170-foot  long,  4-foot  diameter  diversion 
conduit:  (3)  a  660-foot  long,  3-foot 
diameter  steel  penstock:  (4)  a 
powerhouse  to  operate  under  a  head  of 
386  feet  and  to  contain  one  impulse- 
type,  turbine-generating  unit  with  a 
rated  capacity  of  2310  kW;  and  (5)  a  0.5- 
mile  long,  12.5-kV  transmission  line.  The 
proposed  Lower  Development  would 
consist  of:  (1)  an  existing  natural  rock 
and  concrete  diversion  dam;  (2)  a  4,500- 
foot  long,  42-inch  diameter  diversion 
conduit:  (3)  a  495-foot  long,  30-inch 
diameter  steel  penstock;  (4)  a 
powerhouse  to  operate  under  a  head  of 
309  feet  and  to  contain  one  impulse- 
type,  turbine-generating  unit  with  a 
rated  capacity  of  1050  kW;  and  (5)  a  0.1- 
mile  long,  12.5-kV  transmission  line  to 
connect  to  an  existing  Pacific  Power  & 
Light  (PP&L)  transmission  line.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  for  the  three 
developments  would  be  21.1  million 
kWhs. 

Purpose  of  Project — Applicant 
proposes  to  sell  the  project  energy  to 
Pacific  Power  &  Light  Company. 

Proposed  scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — Applicant  seeks  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months  during  which  it  would  conduct 
environmental,  engineering,  and 
economical  studies  to  determine  the 
feasibility  of  constructing  and  operating 
the  proposed  project.  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  cost  of  the  feasibility 
studies  would  be  about  $140,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  appliation  or  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 


comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  June  3, 1981,  either  the  competing 
application  itself  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
file  a  competing  application.  Submission 
of  a  timely  notice  of  intent  allows  an 
interested  person  to  file  the  competing 
application  no  later  than  August  3, 1981. 
A  notice  of  intent  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33(b)  and  (c) 
(1980).  A  competing  application  must 
conform  with  the  requirements  of  18 
CFR  4.33(a)  and  (d)  (1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  June  3, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION  ”, 
“PROTEST",  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4086.  Any  comments,  notices 
of  intent,  competing  applications, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
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Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208,  400  First  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10300  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-3lV000] 

Consumers  Power  Co.;  Filing 

March  31, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  March  24, 1981, 
Consumers  Power  Company  (Consumers 
Power)  tendered  for  filing  its  Certificate 
of  Concurrence  with  the  filing  by 
American  Electric  Power  Service 
Corporation  (on  behalf  of  its  affiliate 
Indiana  and  Michigan  Electric  Company 
(I&M)  of  a  change  of  rate  schedule, 
Amendment  No.  20,  to  an  Operating 
Agreement  dated  March  1, 1966  among 
Consumers  Power,  The  Detroit  Edison 
Company  and  I&M.  Consumers  Power 
and  Detroit  Edison  are  jointly  termed 
“Michigan  Companies.”  Consumers 
Power  states  that  Amendment  No.  20 
increases  the  demand  charge  for  Short- 
Term  and  Limited-Term  Power  by  $0.20/ 
kW-week  and  $1.00/kW-month, 
respectively,  when  I&M  is  the  supplier. 
Consumers  Power  states  that  rates  for 
Short-Term  and  Limited-Term  Power 
when  Michigan  Companies  are  the 
supplier  are  unaffected  by  Amendment 
No.  20.  Consumers  Power  states  that 
I&M  has  requested  an  effective  date  of 
February  23, 1981  for  Amendment  No. 
20. 

Consumers  Power  further  states  that 
copies  of  its  filing  were  served  on 
Detroit  Edison,  I&M  and  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  the  states  of 
Michigan  and  Indiana. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  on  or  before 
April  20, 1981.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 


determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10309  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-314-000] 

Consumers  Power  Co.;  Filing 

March  "31, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  March  24, 1981, 
Consumers  Power  Company  (Consumers 
Power)  tendered  for  filing  its  Certificate 
of  Concurrence  with  the  filing  by 
American  Electric  Power  Service 
Corporation  (on  behalf  of  its  affiliate 
Indiana  and  Michigan  Electric  Company 
(I&M))  of  Amendment  No.  21,  to  an 
Operating  Agreement  dated  March  1, 
1966  among  Consumers  Power,  The 
Detroit  Edison  Company  and  I&M. 
Consumers  Power  and  Detroit  Edison 
are  jointly  termed  "Michigan 
Companies.”  Consumers  Power  states 
that  Amendment  No.  21  establishes  a 
rate  for  fuel  conservation  energy 
transactions  between  Michigan 
Companies  and  I&M,  in  the  event  that 
such  transactions  result  from  fuel 
shortages  or  unavailability,  or  other 
unusual  conditions  affecting  energy 
resources,  on  the  systems  of  the  parties. 
Consumers  Power  states  that  the  rates, 
terms  and  conditions  of  fuel 
conservation  energy  transactions 
established  by  Amendment  No.  21  are 
consistent  with  the  principles  applicable 
to  such  transactions  as  set  forth  in  the 
Commission’s  Order  of  March  14, 1980 
in  Docket  No.  ER78-229,  et  al. 
Consumers  Power  states  that  it  has 
requested  that  Amendment  No.  21  be 
effective  immediately. 

Consumers  Power  further  states  that 
copies  of  its  filing  were  served  on 
Detroit  Edison,  I&M  and  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  of  the  states  of 
Michigan  and  Indiana. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  on  or  before 
April  20, 1981.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 


determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10310  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


l Docket  No.  RE81-80-000] 

Dallas  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Application 
for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Dallas  Power  and 
Light  Company  (DPL),  on  March  13, 

1981,  filed  an  application  for  exemption 
from  certain  requirements  of  Part  290  of 
the  Commission's  Regulations 
concerning  collection  and  reporting  of 
cost  of  service  information  under 
Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  from  the  requirements  to  file 
on  or  before  June  30, 1982,  information 
on  the  costs  of  providing  electric  service 
as  specified  in  §  290.404(a). 

In  its  application  for  exemption,  DPL 
states  that  it  should  not  be  required  to 
file  the  specified  data  for  the  following 
reasons:  A  partial  exemption  is 
requested  for  sample  metered  load  data 
on  one  of  the  three  large  rate  classes 
because  of  economic  constraints  on  the 
availability  of  metering  equipment  and 
personnel  and  to  avoid  unnecessary 
duplication  of  effort  and  expense.  Full 
compliance  is  planned  for  the  )une  30. 
1984  filing  date. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  Dallas 
Power  and  Light  Company,  Regulatory 
Services,  1506  Commerce  Street,  Dallas. 
Texas  75201. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10321  Filed  4-3-81. 8:45  am| 

BILLING  COOE  6450-85-M 


20594 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  65  /  Monday,  April  6,  1981  /  Notices 


|  Docket  No.  ER81-354-000] 

Dayton  Power  and  Light  Co.;  Filing 

March  31. 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  The  Dayton  Power 
and  Light  Company  on  March  24, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FERC  Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  1.  applicable  for  firm  service  to 
municipal  resale  customers.  The 
proposed  changes  would  increase 
revenues  from  jurisdictional  sales  and 
service  by  approximately  $6,117,401, 
based  on  the  12-month  period  ending 
March  31, 1982.  The  Dayton  Power  and 
Light  Company  proposes  that  the  rates 
and  charges  and  terms  and  conditions  of 
service  revised  by  this  filing  become 
effective  May  23, 1981. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
each  affected  customer  and  The  Public 
Utilities  Commission  of  Ohio. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.  C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  20, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

ire  Doc.  81-10311  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


I  Docket  No.  ER81-353-000] 

Dayton  Power  and  Light  Co.;  Filing 

March  31. 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  March  24, 1981, 
The  Dayton  Power  and  Light  Company 
(DP&L)  tendered  for  filing  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
a  proposed  FERC  Electric  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  2.  Under  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  proposed  Tariff, 
DP&L  will  render  either  full 
requirements  service  or  partial 
requirements  and/or  transmission 
service  to  any  of  its  municipal  system 
customers.  DP&L  proposes  that  the 


Tariff  become  effective  as  of  the  day  of 
filing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  20, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10312  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RE81-83-000] 

Dayton  Power  and  Light  Co.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  The  Dayton  Power 
and  Light  Company  (Dayton),  on  March 
13, 1981,  filed  an  application  for 
exemption  from  certain  requirements  of 
Part  290  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  concerning  collection  and 
reporting  of  cost  of  service  information 
under  Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  from  the  requirements  to  file 
on  or  before  June  30, 1982,  information 
on  the  costs  of  providing  electric  service 
as  specified  in  Subpart  D,  §  290.403  (a) 

(1),  (2),  (3),  (4);  for  certain  small  rate 
classes,  as  defined  in  Subpart  D, 

§  290.404(b)  and  290.404(g)(2). 

In  its  application  for  exemption, 
Dayton  states  that  it  should  not  be 
required  to  file  the  specified  data  for 
seven  small  rate  classes  for  the 
following  reasons: 

(1)  They  are  not  cost  effective  to  file, 
or 

(2)  They  have  been  closed  to  new 
customers  by  order  of  the  Ohio  Public 
Utilities  Commission,  or 

(3)  They  are  night  time  off-peak  loads, 
and/or 

(4)  The  extent  of  service  load  is 
extremely  small. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to  . 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 


other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washingtion,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  The  Dayton 
Power  and  Light  Company,  Attention: 
Mr.  Allen  M.  Hill,  Vice  President — 
Planning.  P.O.  Box  1247,  Courthouse 
Plaza  Southwest,  Dayton,  Ohio  45401. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10322  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-352-000] 

Delmarva  Power  &  fight  Co.;  Filing 

March  31, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  March  24, 1981, 
Delmarva  Power  &  Light  Company 
(Delmarva)  tendered  for  filing  a  rate 
schedule  relating  to  the  sale  and 
transmission  by  Delmarva,  and  the 
purchase  and  receipt  by  the  Town  of 
Easton  and  the  Easton  Utilities 
Commission  (Easton),  of  short  term 
power. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  20, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10313  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Project  No.  4061] 

Dry  Gulch  Ditch  Co.;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

March  31. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Dry  Gulch  Ditch 
Company  (Applicant)  filed  on  January 
27, 1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
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Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for 
proposed  Project  No.  4061  to  be  known 
as  Eagle  Creek  Project  located  on  Eagle 
Creek  in  Baker  County,  Oregon.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  W.  L. 
Gover,  Dry  Gulch  Ditch  Company,  Route 
1,  Box  114A,  Richland,  OR  97870.  Any 
person  who  wishes  to  file  a  response  to 
this  notice  should  read  the  entire  notice 
and  must  comply  with  the  requirements 
specified  for  the  particular  kind  of 
response  that  person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  diversion 
and  intake  structure:  (2)  a  steel 
penstock:  and  (3)  a  power  plant  with  an 
installed  capacity  of  1800  kW.'The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  would  be  10 
million  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — The  Applicant 
intends  to  market  the  power  generated 
by  the  project  to  local  private  utilities. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — The  proposed  studies 
would  include  economic  analysis, 
preliminary  engineering,  and 
environmental  impact  assessment. 

Based  on  the  results  of  the  studies, 
Applicant  would  decide  whether  to 
proceed  with  more  detailed  studies, 
designs,  and  preparation  of  an 
application  for  license  to  construct  and 
operate  the  project.  Applicant  estimates 
the  cost  of  the  studies  would  be  $75,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of  . 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  the 
power,  and  all  other  information 
necessary  for  inclusion  in  an  application 
for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 


Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  June  4, 1981,  either  the  competing 
application  itself  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
file  a  competing  application.  Submission 
of  a  timely  notice  of  intent  allows  an 
interested  person  to  file  the  competing 
application  no  later  than  August  3, 1981. 

A  notice  of  intent  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33(b)  and 
(c)(1980).  A  competing  application  must 
conform  with  the  requirements  of  18 
CFR  4.33(a)  and  (d)(1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protest  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  aocordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  4, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petition  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  "COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
"COMPETING  APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST",  or  "PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4061.  Any  comments,  notices 
of  intent,  competing  applications, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE„  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory- 
Commission,  Room  208,  400  First  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  application,  or  petition  to 
intervene  must  also  be  served  upon  each 


representative  of  the  Applicant  specified 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  this  notice. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10301  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  RE81-92-000] 

Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Application 
for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Florida  Power  &  Light 
Company  (FP&L),  on  March  16, 1981, 
filed  an  application  for  exemption  from 
certain  requirements  of  Part  290  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  concerning 
collection  and  reporting  of  cost  of 
service  information  under  Section  133  of 
the  Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies 
Act,  Order  No.  48  (44  FR  58687,  October 
11, 1979).  Exemption  is  sought  from  the 
requirements  to  file  on  or  before  June  30, 
1982,  information  on  the  costs  of 
providing  electric  service  as  specified  in 
§  290.404(d)  End  Use  Classes  (1) 
“Residential  customers  not  using 
electricity  for  either  water  heating  or 
whole-residence  space  heating,”  and  (2) 
"Residential  customers  using  electricity 
for  water  heating  but  not  for  whole- 
residence  space  heating.” 

In  its  application  for  exemption,  FP&L 
states  that  it  should  not  be  required  to 
file  the  specified  data  for  the  following 
reasons: 

The  end  use  class  specified  under 
§  290.404(d)(1)  “Residential  customers 
not  using  electricity  for  either  water 
heating  or  whole-residence  space 
heating”  is  currently  substantially  less 
than  the  minimum  reporting  level  of  5 
percent  of  the  total  kilowatt  hour  sales. 
Over  the  past  two  years  the  trend  for 
this  group  has  been  down  and  the 
Company  estimates  that  it  will  continue 
to  decline  during  the  reporting  year. 
Rather  than  commit  the  funds  and 
manpower  to  meet  the  reporting 
requirement,  the  Company  is  requesting 
this  exemption. 

The  end  use  class  specified  under 
§  290.404(d)(2)  “Residential  customers 
using  electricity  for  water  heating  but 
not  for  whole-residence  space  heating” 
was  intended  to  be  used  in  determining 
patterns  for  electric  heating.  The  energy 
use  of  this  and  use  class  was  to  be 
compared  with  that  specified  under 
§  290.404(d)(3)  "Residential  customers 
using  electricity  for  whole-residence 
space  heating  and  other  uses”  with  the 
assumption  that  the  difference  would  be 
electric  heating.  In  comparing 
appliances  saturation  studies  conducted 
by  FL&P  in  1980,  and  other  items  which 
effect  energy  consumption,  it  is  clear 
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that  the  difference  between  these 
customer  classifications  cannot  be 
reliably  attributed  to  whole-residence 
space  heating.  Hence,  reporting  the 
information  required  for  the 
§  290.404(d)(2)  end  use  class  for  the  1981 
reporting  period  would  not  promote  the 
purposes  of  Section  133  of  PURPA  and 
would  unnecessarily  divert  equipment 
and  manpower  from  projects  which 
would  yield  greater  benefits  to  FL&P’s 
customers. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  view's,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W..  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  Florida 
Power  &  Light  Company,  Attention:  Mr. 
Wayne  H.  Brunetti,  Vice  President, 
Energy  Management,  P.O.  Box  529100, 
Miami,  Florida  33152. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10302  Filed  4-3-81;  B:45»am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  No.  RE81-87-000] 

Green  Mountain  Power  Corp.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

April  1. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Green  Mountain 
Power  Corporation  (Green  Mountain), 
on  March  16, 1981,  filed  an  application 
for  exemption  from  certain  requirements 
of  Part  290  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  concerning  collection  and 
reporting  of  cost  of  service  information 
under  Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  from  the  requirements  to  file 
on  or  before  June  30, 1982,  information 
on  the  costs  of  providing  electric  service 
as  specified  in  §  §  290.403  and  290.404. 

In  its  application  for  exemption, 

Green  Mountain  states  that  it  should  not 
be  required  to  file  the  specified  data  for 
the  following  reasons:  the  data  as 
proposed  to  be  filed  pursuant  to  the 
application  for  exemptions  will  be  more 
accurate,  and  will  be  more  useful  for 
achieving  the  purposes  of  the 
regulations  and  will  be  less  costly  to 
ratepayers. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 


present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  May  21, 
1981.  Within  that  45-day  period  such 
person  must  also  serve  a  copy  of  such 
comments  on:  Green  Mountain  Power 
Corporation,  Attention:  Mr.  Doughlas  G. 
Hyde,  1  Main  Street,  Burlington, 
Vermont  05401. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

FR  Doc.  81-10323  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  No.  RE81-82-000] 

Jersey  Central  Power  and  Light  Co.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

April  1. 1981.  s 

Take  notice  that  Jersey  Central  Power 
and  Light  Company  (JCP&L),  on  March 
13, 1981,  filed  an  application  for 
exemption  from  certain  requirements  of 
Part  290  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  concerning  collection  and 
reporting  of  cost  of  service  information 
under  Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  from  the  requirements  to  file 
on  or  before  June  30, 1982,  information 
on  the  actual  cost  of  providing  electrical 
service  as  specified  in  §  290.404(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

In  its  application  for  exemption. 

JCP&L  states  that  it  should  not  be 
required  to  file  the  specified  data  for  the 
following  reasons:  JCP&L  proposes  to 
submit  borrowed  load  data  from  a  study 
performed  by  JCP&L  in  1976  rather  than 
load  data  gathered  on  a  sample  metering 
basis  for  its  large  rate  classes.  JCP&L 
offers  the  following  reasons  in  support 
of  its  proposal  to  use  borrowed  load 
data: 

(1)  The  substantial  savings  to  JCP&L’s 
customers  which  would  result  from  the 
borrowing  of  data  previously  gathered 
by  JCP&L  in  1976. 

(2)  The  reliability  of  the  data  to  be 
borrowed. 

(3)  The  similarity  between  current 
usage  patterns  and  such  usage  patterns 
in  1976. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W..  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  May  21, 


1981.  Within  that  45-day  period  such 
person  must  also  serve  a  copy  of  such 
comments  on:  Jersey  Central  Pow’er  & 
Light  Company,  Madison  Avenue  at 
Punch  Bowl  Road.  Morristown,  New 
Jersey  07906. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10324  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-358-0001 
Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Co.;  Filing 

March  31, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Kansas  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  on  March  24, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FERC  Electric  Service  Tariff  No.  128. 

Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
states  that  the  filing  is  Partial 
Requirements  Service  which  provides 
electric  power  and  accompanying 
energy  to  be  supplied  to  the  City  of 
Chanute,  Kansas  in  the  form  of  firm, 
emergency  and  supplemental  power 
service. 

The  filing  is  necessary  because  City 
has  taken  an  action  which  Company 
considers  to  be  a  violation  of  a  material 
provision  of  the  Agreement  between  the 
two  parties  and  thus,  pursuant  to  Article 
VIII  of  the  Agreement,  has  served  notice 
of  termination  to  Chanute.  Since  both 
parties  desire  to  continue  essentially  the 
same  relationship  in  the  future,  this 
filing  constitutes  a  vehicle  whereby 
continuity  of  service  can  be  maintained. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  City  of  Chanute,  Kansas  and  the 
Utilities  Division  of  the  Kansas 
Corporation  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  20, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
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on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10314  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER8 1-355-000] 

Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Co.;  Filing 

March  31, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Kansas  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  on  March  24, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FERC  Electric  Service  Tariff  No.  98. 

Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
states  that  the  filing  is  Partial 
Requirements  Service  which  provides 
electric  power  and  accompanying 
energy  to  be  supplied  to  the  City  of 
Wellington,  Kansas  in  the  form  of  firm, 
emergency  and  economy  power  service. 

This  filing  is  necessary  because  the 
present  contract  between  the  Company 
and  the  City  terminates  on  May  31, 1981 
and  both  parties  desire  to  continue 
essentially  the  same  relationship  in  the 
future.  This  filing  constitutes  a  vehicle 
whereby  continuity  of  service  can  be 
maintained. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  City  of  Wellington,  Kansas  and  the 
Utilities  Division  of  the  Kansas 
Corporation  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1,8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 

1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  20, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10315  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-356-000] 

Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Co.;  Filing 

March  31, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 


Take  notice  that  Kansas  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  on  March  24, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FERC  Electric  Service  Tariff  No.  110. 

Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
states  that  the  filing  is  Partial 
Requirements  Service  which  provides 
electric  power  and  accompanying 
energy  to  be  supplied  to  the  City  of 
Winfield,  Kansas  in  the  form  of  firm, 
emergency  and  economy  power  service. 

This  filing  is  necessary  because  the 
present  contract  between  the  Company 
and  the  City  terminates  on  May  31, 1981 
and  both  parties  desire  to  continue 
essentially  the  same  relationship  in  the 
future.  This  filing  constitutes  a  vehicle 
whereby  continuity  of  service  can  be 
maintained. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  City  of  W'infield,  Kansas  and  the 
Utilities  Division  of  the  Kansas 
Corporation  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 

1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  20, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10316  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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[Docket  No.  ER81-357-000] 

Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Co.;  Filing 

March  31, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Kansas  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  on  March  24, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FERC  Electric  Service  Tariff  No.  113. 

Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
states  that  the  filing  is  Partial 
Requirements  Service  which  provides 
electric  power  and  accompanying 
energy  to  be  supplied  to  the  City  of 
Girard,  Kansas  in  the  form  of  firm, 
emergency  and  economy  power  service. 

This  filing  is  necessary  because  the 
present  contract  between  the  Company 
and  the  City  terminates  on  July  1, 1981 


and  both  parties  desire  to  continue 
essentially  the  same  relationship  in  the 
future.  This  filing  constitutes  a  vehicle 
whereby  continuity  of  service  can  be 
maintained. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  City  of  Girard,  Kansas  and  the 
Utilities  Division  of  the  Kansas 
Corporation  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 

1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  April  20, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10317  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RE81-85-000] 

Lake  Superior  District  Power  Co.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Lake  Superior 
District  Power  Company  (LSDP),  on 
March  13, 1981,  filed  an  application  for 
exemption  from  certain  requirements  of 
Part  290  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  concerning  collection  and 
reporting  of  cost  of  service  information 
under  Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  from  the  requirements  to  file 
on  or  before  June  30, 1982,  information 
on  the  costs  of  providing  electric  service 
as  specified  in  all  of  Part  290. 

In  its  application  for  exemption,  LSDP 
states  that  it  should  not  be  required  to 
file  the  specified  data  for  the  following 
reasons: 

(1)  LSDP  has  filed  with  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Wisconsin 
(PSCW),  in  accordance  with  filing 
procedures  adopted  by  the  PSCW  on 
July  20, 1978,  information  that  is 
substantially  similar  to  the  cost  of 
service  information  required  to  be 
reported  pursuant  to  Subparts  B,  C,  D 
and  E  of  Part  290. 

(2)  The  above  constitutes  alternate 
compliance  with  Section  133  of  PURPA. 
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(3)  Submission  of  additional 
information  is  not  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  PURPA. 

(4)  The  material  filed  with  PSCW  is 
available  to  other  parties  who  may 
desire  to  participate  in  State  rate 
proceedings. 

(5)  LSDP  is  small  with  two  types  of 
service  in  three  regulatory  jurisdictions. 
Any  additional  reporting  would  be  a 
costly  and  unwarranted  administrative 
burden. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  Lake 
Superior  District  Power  Company, 
Attention:  K.  S.  Austin,  President,  101 
West  second  Street,  Ashland,  Wisconsin 
54806. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

FR  Doc.  81-10303  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RE81-81-000] 

Metropolitan  Edison  Co.;  Application 
for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Metropolitan  Edison 
Company  (Met-Ed),  on  March  13, 1981, 
filed  an  application  for  exemption  from 
certain  requirements  of  Part  290  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  concerning 
collection  and  reporting  of  cost  of 
service  information  under  Section  133  of 
the  Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies 
Act,  Order  No.  48  (44  FR  58687,  October 
11, 1979).  Exemption  is  sought  from  the 
requirements  to  file  on  or  before  June  30, 
1982,  information  on  the  actual  cost  of 
providing  electrical  service  as  specified 
in  §  290.404(a)  of  the  Commission's 
Regulations. 

In  its  application  for  exemption,  Met- 
Ed  states  that  it  should  not  be  required 
to  file  the  specified  data  for  the 
following  reasons:  Met-Ed  proposes  to 
submit  load  data  borrowed  from  its 
affiliated  neighboring  Pennsylvania 
utility,  Pennsylvania  Electric  Company 
(Penelec),  which  data  will  be  gathered 
on  a  sample  metering  basis  for  large  rate 
classes.  Met-Ed  offers  the  following 
reasons  in  support  of  its  proposal  to  use 
borrowed  load  data: 


(1)  The  substantial  savings  to  Med- 
Ed’s  customers  which  would  result  from 
the  borrowing  of  data  from  Penelec. 

(2)  The  reliability  of  the  data  to  be 
borrowed. 

(3)  The  similarity  between  the  usage 
patterns  of  Met-Ed’s  and  Penelec’s 
customers. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  Metropolitan 
Edison  Company,  P.O.  Box  542,  Reading, 
Pennsylvania  19640. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10325  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  S450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RE8 1-77-000] 

Portland  General  Electric  Co.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Portland  General 
Electric  company  (PGE),  on  March  13, 

1981,  filed  an  application  for  exemption 
from  certain  requirements  of  Part  290  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations 
concerning  collection  and  reporting  of 
cost  of  service  information  under 
Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48 
(44  FR  58687,  October  11, 1979). 
Exemption  is  sought  from  the 
requirements  to  file  on  or  before  June  30, 

1982,  information  on  the  costs  of 
providing  electric  service  as  specified  in 
§  §  290.202(a) — average  hourly  energy 
costs,  290.303(a) — typical  hourly 
marginal  energy  costs,  290.303(g) — 
marginal  energy  cost  by  costing  period 
and  290.501 — accounting  costs 
calculations. 

In  its  application  for  exemption,  PGE 
states  that  it  should  not  be  required  to 
file  the  specified  data  for  the  following 
reasons: 

(1)  Hourly  average  energy  costs  for 
the  reporting  year  and  hourly  marginal 
energy  cost  information  for  future  years 
would  not  be  meaningful  in  explaining 
daily  patterns  of  energy  costs  on  the 
system.  This  circumstance  is  caused  by 
the  resource  mix  of  thermal  and  hydro 
with  storage  capability  which  allows 
PGE  to  dispatch  its  system  with  cost¬ 
minimizing  time  frames  much  longer 


than  a  single  typical  day  of  a  given 
month.  PGE  anticipates  supplying 
monthly  average  marginal  energy  costs 
for  future  years,  although  such 
information  will  not  reflect  all  the 
complex  factors  affecting  marginal  cost 
variations. 

(2)  The  requirement  to  calculate  the 
accounting  costs  of  providing  service 
would  not  be  meaningful  because  the 
Oregon  Public  Utility  Commissioner 
does  not  presently  require  of  consider 
accounting  cost-of-service  studies  in 
rate  proceedings.  Long-run  incremental 
cost  studies  presently  provide  all  rate 
spread  information. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  Portland 
General  Electric  Company,  121  S.W. 
Salmon  Street,  Portland,  Oregon  97204. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10304  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am[ 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RE81-93-000] 

Public  Service  Company  of  New 
Hampshire;  Application  for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Public  Service 
Company  of  New  Hampshire  (PSCNH), 
on  March  16, 1981,  filed  an  application 
for  exemption  from  certain  requirements 
of  Part  290  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  concerning  collection  and 
reporting  of  cost  of  service  information 
under  Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  from  the  requirements  to  file 
on  or  before  June  30, 1982,  information 
on  the  costs  of  providing  electric  service 
as  specified  in  §§  290.401(b)(1), 
290.401(b)(2),  290.404  and  290.406(a)  for 
its  Maine  and  Vermont  customers. 

In  its  application  for  exemption, 
PSCNH  states  that  it  should  not  be 
required  to  file  the  specified  data  for  the 
following  reasons: 

(1)  PSCNH’s  sales  to  its  Vermont  and 
Maine  retail  customers  represent 
respectively  0.36%  and  1.92%  of  its  sales. 

(2)  PSCNH  is  presently  in  the  process 
of  selling  both  its  Maine  and  Vermont 
properties. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  65  /  Monday,  April  6,  1981  /  Notices 


20599 


Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  45  days  following  the  date  this 
notice  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Within  that  45-day  period  such 
person  must  also  serve  a  copy  of  such 
comments  on:  Public  Service  Company 
of  New  Hampshire,  Attention:  Mr. 
William  A.  Adams,  Jr.,  Executive  Vice 
President,  P.O.  Box  330,  Manchester, 
New  Hampshire  03105. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10326  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


I  Docket  No.  RE81-108-000] 

Southern  California  Edison  Co.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Southern  California 
Edison  Company,  on  March  17, 1981, 
filed  an  application  for  exemption  from 
certain  requirements  of  Part  290  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  concerning 
collection  and  reporting  of  cost  of 
service  information  under  section  133  of 
the  Public  Utility  Regulatory  Policies 
Act,  Order  No.  48  (44  FR  58687,  October 
11, 1979).  Exemption  is  sought  from  the 
requirements  to  file  on  or  before  June  30, 
1982,  information  on  the  costs  of 
providing  electric  service  as  specified  in 
Subpart  E — Calculated  Costs,  §  290.501 
Accounting  Cost  Calculations,  and 
§  290.502  Marginal  Cost  Calculations. 

In  its  application  for  exemption, 
Southern  California  Edison  Company 
states  that  it  should  not  be  required  to 
file  the  specified  data  for  the  following 
reasons: 

The  California  Public  Utilities 
Commission  regulations  allow  utilities 
to  file  retail  rate  change  applications 
supported  by  projected  future  test 
period  accounting  and  marginal  cost  of 
service  studies. 

(2)  Projected  future  test  periods  do  not 
coincide  with  the  reporting  periods 
specified  in  Subpart  A  §  290.103  (b),  and 
§  290.103(c)(1)  does  not  explicitly 
approve  or  disapprove  of  the 
substitution  of  the  reporting  period  with 
a  projected  future  test  period. 

(3)  Cost  studies  based  upon  these 
projected  test  periods  would  provide  the 
public  with  the  most  relevant 


information  regarding  the  costs  upon 
which  electric  utility  rates  are  based. 

(4)  The  purposes  of  PURPA  will  be 
more  fully  carried  out  if  Southern 
California  Edison  Company  is  allowed 
to  submit  cost  of  service  studies 
provided  in  support  of  retail  rate  change 
applications,  rather  than  the  studies 
required  under  Subpart  E  for  the 
reporting  periods  specified  in  §  290.103. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  Southern 
California  Edison  Company,  Attention: 
Mr.  Edward  A.  Myers,  Jr.,  Vice 
President,  P.O.  Box  800,  Rosemead, 
California  91770. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Seoretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10305  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RE81-88-000] 

Southern  Indiana  Gas  and  Electric  Co.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Southern  Indiana 
Gas  and  Electric  Company,  on  March  16, 
1981,  filed  an  application  for  exemption 
from  certain  requirements  of  Part  290  of 
the  Commission's  Regulations 
concerning  collection  and  reporting  of 
cost  of  service  information  under 
Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  from  the  requirements  to  file 
on  or  before  November  1, 1980, 
information  on  the  costs  of  providing 
electric  service  as  specified  in  Section 
290.502  Marginal  Cost  Calculation. 

In  its  application  for  exemption. 
Southern  Indiana  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  states  that  it  should  not  be 
required  to  file  the  specified  data  for  the 
following  reasons: 

The  Company  had  received  an 
extension  of  the  filing  date  for  this 
information  from  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission.  This  extension 
was  based  on  using  data  from  a 
marginal  cost  study  that  was  to  be 
conducted  by  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Indiana  staffs 
consultant.  The  Commission's  staff  was 
planning  to  use  the  marginal  cost  study 


for  the  Company’s  hearing  on  the 
PURPA  Section  111  Rate  Standards.  The 
Commission  has  now  decided  not  to  use 
marginal  cost  analysis  in  considering  the 
PURPA  Rate  Standards,  and  therefore 
the  marginal  cost  study  will  not  be 
conducted. 

Due  to  the  amount  of  time  that  would 
be  required  for  the  Company  to  contract 
with  a  consultant  and  have  the  marginal 
cost  study  prepared,  the  cost  of  having 
the  study  conducted  by  a  consultant,  the 
fact  that  it  is  now  collecting  data  for  the 
1982  Section  133  filing  and  the  decision 
by  the  PSCI  to  not  use  marginal  costs 
analysis,  the  Company  is  now 
requesting  to  be  exempt  from  this  filing 
requirement  for  the  November  1, 1980 
filing. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  Southern 
Indiana  Gas  and  Electric  Company, 
Attention:  Mr.  Taylor  B.  Altheide,  20-24 
N.  W.  Fourth  Street,  Evansville.  Indiana 
47741. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10306  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


I  Docket  No.  RE81-71-000] 

UGI  Corp.  (Luzerne  Electric  Division); 
Application  for  Exemption 

April  1, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  UGI  Corporation, 
Luzerne  Electric  Division  (Luzerne),  on 
March  12, 1981,  filed  an  application  for 
exemption  from  certain  requirements  of 
Part  290  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  concerning  collection  and 
reporting  of  cost  of  service  information 
under  Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  from  the  requirements  to  file 
on  or  before  June  30, 1982,  information 
on  the  costs  of  providing  electric  service 
as  specified  in  §  §  290.302,  290.303, 
290.404(aHc)  and  290.404(g),  290.501  and 
290.502. 

In  its  application  for  exemption, 
Luzerne  states  that  it  should  not  be 
required  to  file  the  specified  data  for  the 
following  reasons: 
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(1)  Luzerne  does  not  generate  most  of 
its  electric  energy  needs  but  depends  on 
wholesale  purchases  from  other  utilities, 
particularly  Pennsylvania  Power  and 
Light  Company.  Luzerne’s  arrangements 
to  supply  future  needs,  possibly  through 
participating  in  jointly-owned  units,  are 
in  a  state  of  flux,  hence  marginal  cost 
estimates  at  this  time  would  be 
meaningless. 

(2)  Luzerne  has  been  using  borrowed 
data  with  the  approval  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Public  Utility  Commission. 

(3)  The  borrowed  data  has  been  tested 
to  show  that  it  is  highly  accurate. 

(4)  Luzerne  has  “frozen”  rate 
schedules  that  are  being  phased  out. 

(5)  The  data  for  calculations  for 
Section  290.501  and  290.502  will  not  be 
available. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street. 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  UGI 
Corporation,  Luzerne  Electric  Division. 
Attention:  Mr.  Robert  L.  Casselberry. 

247  Wyoming  Avenue,  Kingston, 
Pennsylvania  18704. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10307  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

I  Docket  No.  RE81-8S-000] 

Wisconsin  Power  and  Light  Co.; 
Application  for  Exemption 

April  1. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Wisconsin  Power 
and  Light  Company  (Wisconsin),  on 
March  16, 1981,  filed  an  application  for 
exemption  from  certain  requirements  of 
Part  290  of  the  Commission's 
Regulations  concerning  collection  and 
reporting  of  cost  of  service  information 
under  Section  133  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act,  Order  No.  48  (44 
FR  58687,  October  11, 1979).  Exemption 
is  sought  from  the  requirements  to  file 
on  or  before  June  30, 1982,  information 
on  the  costs  of  providing  electric  service 
as  specified  in  Subparts  B,  C,  &  E. 

In  its  application  for  exemption, 
Wisconsin  states  that  it  should  not  be 
required  to  file  the  specified  data 
because  substantially  similar 
information  has  been  gathered  and  filed. 

Copies  of  the  application  for 
exemption  are  on  file  with  the 


Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection.  Any  person  desiring  to 
present  written  views,  arguments,  or 
other  comments  on  the  application  for 
exemption  should  file  such  information 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission.  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  May  21, 1981.  Within  that  45-day 
period  such  person  must  also  serve  a 
copy  of  such  comments  on:  Wisconsin 
Power  and  Light  Company,  Attention: 
Mr.  Homer  J.  Vick,  Vice  President — 
Rates  and  Consumer  Services,  P.O.  Box 
192,  Madison,  Wisconsin  53701. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10327  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

l OPP- 180577;  PH-FRL  1798-6] 

Department  of  Agriculture;  Crisis 
Exemption  for  Methyl  Bromide  in  Flour 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  EPA  gives  notice  that  the 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
(hereafter  referred  to  as  “USDA”),  has 
availed  itself  of  a  crisis  exemption  for 
the  use  of  methyl  bromide  as  a  fumigant 
in  a  Texas  grocery  store  to  control  the 
khapra  beetle  [Trogoderma  granarium, 
Everts). 

DATE:  The  crisis  period  has  ended. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jack  E.  Housenger,  Registration  Division 
(TS-767C),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
502C,  CM#2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22202  (703-557- 
7123). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  USDA 
notified  the  Administrator  on  January 
26, 1981,  that  it  had  initiated  a  crisis 
exemption  for  the  use  of  methyl  bromide 
as  a  fumigant  in  a  grocery  store  in 
Houston.  Texas,  to  eradicate  the  khapra 
beetle.  USDA  reported  that  there  was 
insufficient  time  to  request  a  specific 
exemption  due  to  the  urgency  for 
immediate  eradication  treatments. 

Khapra  beetle  is  one  of  the  world’s 
most  devastating  pests  of  stored 
products.  It  was  not  known  to  be 
present  in  the  United  States,  and  USDA 
states  that  immediate  eradication 
treatments  were  necessary  to  prevent  its 
spread  and  possible  serious  economic 
damage. 


USDA  reported  that  there  are  no 
registered  pesticides  readily  available 
other  than  methyl  bromide  that  will 
eradicate  the  khapra  beetle.  Methyl 
bromide  is  registered  for  khapra  beetle 
use  but  at  a  lower  rate  than  is  necessary 
to  eradicate  the  pest.  USDA  reported 
that  the  higher  rate  of  treatment  was 
required. 

The  grocery  store  was  treated  with 
methyl  bromide  at  the  rate  of  6  pounds 
per  1,000  cubic  feet  for  12  hours.  Flour 
was  removed  from  the  store  and  treated 
under  plastic  tarp  at  the  rate  of  12 
pounds  of  methyl  bromide  per  1,000 
cubic  feet  for  24  hours. 

Tolerances  of  125  parts  per  million  are 
established  for  methyl  bromide  in 
processed  foods.  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services,  was 
notified  of  the  treatment. 

(Sec.  18  as  amended  92  Slat.  819  (7  U.S.C. 

136)) 

Dated:  March  24, 1981. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10274  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-32-M 

[OPP-180576;  PH-FRL  1798-5] 

Department  of  Agriculture;  Issuance  of 
Specific  Exemption  for  Toxaphene  on 
Cattle 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

summary:  EPA  has  granted  a  specific 
exemption  to  the  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service  (APHIS),  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  (hereafter 
referred  to  as  “USDA”  or  the 
"Applicant”)  to  use  toxaphene  at  a 
higher  concentration  than  is  currently 
EPA-registered  to  eradicate  scabies  and 
ticks  on  cattle.  The  specific  exemption  is 
issued  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 
date:  The  specific  exemption  expires  on 
November  30, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Patricia  Critchlow,  Registration  Division 
(TS-767C).  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
502D,  CM#2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22202,  (703- 
557-7123). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

According  to  the  Applicant,  psoroptic 
and  sarcoptic  cattle  scabies,  caused  by 
the  mites  Psoroptes  bovis  and  Sarcoptes 
scabei,  were  believed  to  be  eliminated 
from  the  United  States  in  the  early 
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1950's.  There  was  a  recurrence  in  the  • 
later  1950’ s;  a  low  number  of  outbreaks 
in  the  1960’s;  and  a  serious  increase  in 
the  1970’s  with  the  number  of  incidences 
at  984,  and  rising.  The  problem  now 
exists  in  fourteen  States,  and  all  States 
are  at  risk,  the  Applicant  claims. 

The  Applicant  proposed  to  use 
toxaphene  in  a  swim  dip  vat,  cage  vat, 
or  spray-dip  machine  at  farms,  ranches, 
feedlots,  and  markets  in  an  eradication 
program.  Toxaphene  is  EPA-registered 
for  this  use  at  a  maximum  conventration 
of  0.5  percent  toxaphene.  The  Applicant 
proposed  to  use  toxaphene  at  a 
concentration  of  0.5  to  0.6  percent. 
Infected  animals  will  be  treated  twice 
with  a  ten-  to  fourteen-day  interval 
between  treatments.  Uninfected  animals 
in  infected  lots  will  be  treated  once. 
Lactating  dairy  animals  will  not  be 
treated.  A  28-day  pre-slaughter  interval 
will  be  observed. 

According  to  the  Applicant, 
toxaphene  is  the  only  registered 
pesticide  which  provides  the  degree  of 
control  desired.  The  proposed  program 
has  been  found  to  be  effective,  the 
Applicant  stated.  The  Applicant 
estimated  a  loss  of  $820  million  without 
a  Federal  eradication  program. 

A  tolerance  has  been  established  at  7 
parts  per  million  (ppm)  for  residues  of 
toxaphene  in  or  on  the  fat  of  meat  from 
cattle.  Residues  resulting  from  use  of  the 
proposed  0.5-0.6  percent  concentration 
of  toxaphene,  with  a  28-day  pre¬ 
slaughter  interval,  are  not  expected  to 
exceed  the  established  tolerance  level. 
The  proposed  use  of  toxaphene  is  not 
expected  to  present  an  unreasonable 
adverse  effect  on  the  environment.  A 
similar  unpublished  specific  exemption 
was  granted  to  USDA  on  May  21, 1980. 

It  expired  on  November  30, 1980. 

It  should  be  noted  that  a  rebuttable 
presumption  against  registration  of 
pesticide  products  containing  toxaphene 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  of  May 
25, 1977  (42  FR  26861);  however,  no 
decision  has  yet  been  made  by  EPA  as 
to  appropriate  regulatory  action  in  this 
matter. 

After  reviewing  the  application  and 
other  available  information,  EPA  has 
determined  that  the  criteria  for  an 
exemption  have  been  met.  Accordingly, 
the  Applicant  has  been  granted  a 
specific  exemption  to  use  the  pesticide 
noted  above  until  November  30, 1981,  to 
the  extent  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  in 
the  application.  The  specific  exemption 
is  also  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 

1.  USDA  is  responsible  for  ensuring 
that  all  provisions  of  this  specific 
exemption  are  met.  It  is  also  responsible 
for  providing  information  in  accordance 
with  40  CFR  166.5.  This  information 


must  be  submitted  to  EPA  Headquarters. 
Information  provided  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  must 
include  an  exact  location  of  the  place  of 
application.  A  report  summarizing  the 
results  of  this  program,  as  required  in 
paragraph  (d),  must  be  submitted  by 
January  31, 1982. 

2.  State  or  USDA  personnel  must 
supervise  treatment  of  cattle.  State 
agricultural  personnel  must  be  consulted 
prior  to  USDA  personnel  starting 
treatment  within  a  State.  Treatment 
must  be  conducted  in  accordance  with 
USDA’s  Veterinary  Service 
Memorandum  556.1,  its  Supplement  No. 

3  (plus  revised  disposal  procedures),  and 
the  conditions  listed  here. 

3.  Particular  care  must  be  taken  when 
treating  very  young  or  stressed  animals 
which  are  especially  sensitive  to 
pesticide  treatment.  Hand-treating  may 
be  preferable  for  very  young  animals. 

4.  Authorized  toxaphene  formulations 
are  Cooper-Tox  Livestock  (Burroughs- 
Wellcome),  Lintox-X  (Zoecon  Industries) 
and  Toxaphene  61  Livestock  Spray  and 
Dip  (Bayvet  Division  of  Cutter 
Laboratories  and  Lextron,  Inc.). 

5.  Concentrations  of  toxaphene  in  dip 
vats  or  spray  machines  shall  not  exceed 
0.6  percent. 

6.  Only  cattle  in  lots  found  to  be 
exposed  to  or  infected  with  ticks  and/or 
the  psoroptes  or  sarcoptes  cattle  scabies 
may  be  treated. 

7.  All  cattle  in  an  infected  lot  may  be 
treated  twice  with  a  10-  to  14-day 
interval  between  treatments. 

8.  All  animals  from  an  exposed  lot 
may  be  treated  only  once. 

9.  A  28-day  pre-slaughter  interval 
must  be  observed. 

10.  Animals  sent  to  slaughter  shall  be 
subject  to  USDA  Food  Safety  and 
Quality  Services’  meat  inspection 
monitoring  for  chemical  residues. 

11.  Disposal  of  waste  or  excess 
toxaphene  dip  must  be  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  State  regulations  and  the 
revised  disposal  procedures  in 
Supplement  No.  3  to  Veterinary  Service 
Memorandum  556.1.  This  memorandum 
and  its  Supplement  No.  3  must  be 
provided  to  all  pertinent  personnel.  In 
addition  to  consulting  the  area 
environmental  quality  officer  or  local 
authorities,  the  Applicant  should  also 
consult  the  EPA  solid  waste 
management  representative  for  the 
appropriate  region  with  particular 
regard  to  the  possible  impact  of 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery 
Act  (RCRA)  regulations. 

12.  All  applicable  precautions  on  EPA- 
registered  toxaphene  labels  regarding 
human  and  wildlife  safety  must  be 
observed. 


13.  The  EPA  shall  be  immediately 
infored  of  any  adverse  effects  resulting 
from  this  specific  exemption.  All 
pertinent  personnel  must  be  advised  to 
report  such  effects  promptly  to  their 
appropriate  APHIS  representative.  A  list 
of  the  APHIS  representatives,  with  their 
addresses  and  telephone  numbers,  must 
be  submitted  to  EPA  promptly. 

14.  A  permanent  tolerance  for 
residues  of  toxaphene  in  the  fat  of  meat 
from  cattle  has  been  established  at  7 
ppm.  Meat  from  cattle  with  residues  in 
the  fat  not  exceeding  this  level  may  be 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce. 

(Sec.  18,  as  amended  92  Stat.  819;  (7  U.S.C. 
136)) 

Dated:  March  24, 1981. 

Edwin  L  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10273  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-32-M 


[0PP  180583;  PH-FRL  1798-7) 

Mississippi  and  Texas;  Issuance  of 
Specific  Exemption  for  Machete  and 
Propanil  in  Rice  Fields 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Portection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  has  granted  specific 
exemptions  to  the  Mississippi 
Department  of  Agriculture  and 
Commerce  and  the  Texas  Department  of 
Agriculture  (hereafter  referred  to  as 
“Mississippi,”  ‘Texas,”  or  the 
“Applicants”)  for  use  of  a  tank  mixture 
of  Machete  and  propanil  to  control 
sprangletop  and  aquatic  weeds  in 
Mississippi  and  grasses  in  Texas 
infecting  45,000  acres  of  dry-seeded  rice 
fields  in  Mississippi  and  200,000  acres  of 
dry-seeded  rice  in  Texas.  The  specific 
exemptions  are  issued  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act. 

DATE:  Mississippi’s  specific  exemption 
expires  on  July  15, 1981.  Texas’  specific 
exemption  expires  on  June  30, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Jack  E.  Housenger,  Registration  Division 
(TS-767C),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
502C,  CM#2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22202  (703-557- 
7123). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

According  to  the  Applicants,  grasses 
and  weeds  are  very  competitive  with 
rice  and  can  severely  reduce  rice  yields. 
The  Applicants  claim  that  currently 
registered  pesticides  have  limitations 
resulting  in  ineffective  control.  Machete, 
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which  contains  the  active  ingredient 
(a.i.)  butachlor,  is  an  unregistered 
product  manufactured  by  the  Monsanto 
Company.  Propanil  is  currently 
registered  for  use  on  rice  and  is 
manufactued  by  several  chemical 
companies.  The  Applicants  estimate 
that  considerable  savings  can  be 
realized  from  the  proposed  use  of 
Machete  and  propanil  through  more 
efficient  weed  control  resulting  in 
increased  efficacy  of  other  production 
inputs  and  the  reduced  number  of 
herbicide  applications  needed. 

EPA  has  determined  that  residues  of 
butachlor  and  its  metabolites  should  not 
exceed  0.5  part  per  million  (ppm)  in  or 
on  rice  (rough)  and. 3.0  ppm  in  or  on  rice 
straw,  0.5  ppm  on  rice  bran  and  1.0  ppm 
on  rice  hulls  from  the  proposed  use. 
Residues  of  propanil  should  not  exceed 
those  levels  already  established  from 
use  of  the  proposed  Machete  and 
propanil  tank  mixture.  These  levels  have 
been  judged  to  be  adequate  to  protect 
the  public  health. 

EPA  has  required  consultations  with 
each  State’s  Fish  and  Game  Department 
and  the  Office  of  Endangered  Species, 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  to  safeguard 
against  potential  hazards  to  nontarget 
organisms  and  federally  designated 
endangered  and  threatened  species. 

After  reviewing  the  applications  and 
other  available  information,  EPA  has 
determined  that  the  criteria  for 
exemptions  have  been  met.  Accordingly, 
the  Applicants  have  been  granted 
specific  exemptions  to  use  the  pesticides 
named  above  until  July  15, 1981,  in 
Mississippi,  and  June  30, 1981  in  Texas, 
subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

1.  Each  of  the  Applicants  is 
responsible  for  ensuring  that  all 
provisions  of  its  specific  exemption  are 
met  It  is  also  responsible  for  providing 
information  in  accordance  with  40  CFR 
166.5  This  information  must  be 
submitted  to  EPA  Headquarters  through 
the  EPA  Regional  Office.  Information 
provided  .in  accordance  with  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  must  include  the  exact 
location  of  the  places  of  application. 
Mississippi's  report  summarizing  the 
results  of  this  program,  as  required  in 
paragraph  (d),  must  be  submitted  by 
November  30, 1981,  Texas’  report  must 
be  submitted  by  December  31, 1981. 

2.  The  product  Machete  5EC, 
manufactured  by  Monsanto  Chemical 
Co.,  may  be  applied  in  a  tank  mixture 
with  propanil  as  an  early  post- 
emergence  application.  EPA-registered 
propanil  products,  as  emulsifiable 
concentrates  containing  3  or  4  pounds 
a.i.  per  gallon,  which  are  registered  for 
use  on  rice,  may  be  used. 


3.  Machete  5EC  must  be  shipped 
under  most  recently  accepted  labeling  in 
connection  with  this  product's  use  under 
an  experimental  use  permit  or  labeling 
submitted  in  connection  with  the 
requests  for  these  specific  exemptions. 

4.  Machete  5EC  may  be  applied  at  a 
rate  of  1.5  to  3.0  quarts  of  formulation 
(1.9  to  3.8  pounds  a.i.)  plus  3.0  to  4.0 
pounds  a.i.  of  propanil  per  acre.  Specific 
dosage  rates,  dependent  on  soil  type 
and  weed  height,  are  given  on  the 
proposed  labeling  submitted  and  should 
be  followed. 

5.  A  maximum  of  168,750  pounds  a.i. 
(butachlor)  may  be  applied  to  45,000 
acres  of  dry-seeded  rice  in  Misissippi;  a 
maximum  of  125,000  gallons  of  Machete 
5EC  may  be  applied  to  200,000  acres  of 
dry-seeded  rice  in  Texas. 

6.  Applications  may  be  made  with 
aerial  equipment  using  a  minimum  of  10 
gallons  of  spray  mixture  per  acre  or  with 
ground  equipment  using  15-25  gallons  of 
water  per  acre. 

7.  All  applications  will  be  made  by 
commerical  or  private  applicators 
certified  in  this  category  of  pestjcontrol. 

8.  Precautions  will  be  taken  to  avoid 
spray  drift  to  nontarget  areas.  The 
pesticide  will  not  be  applied  when 
weather  conditions  favor  drift. 

9.  Crops  other  than  rice  may  not  be 
planted  for  1  year  following  treatment. 

10.  Second-crop  (stubble  crop)  rice 
may  not  be  treated. 

11.  Phytotoxicity  may  occur  from  this 
use. 

12.  A  fish/ wildlife  monitoring  program 
must  be  carried  out.  The  results  of  this 
program  must  be  detailed  and 
forwarded  to  EPA  Headquarters  as  soon 
as  they  become  available,  but  no  later 
than  November  30, 1981. 

13.  All  applicable  directions, 
restrictions,  and  precautions  on  the 
proposed  labeling  for  Machete  5EC  and 
on  the  EPA-registered  propanil  label 
must  be  followed. 

14.  Data  gaps  for  Machete  prevent  a 
determination  of  the  potential  hazard  to 
nontarget  fish  and-in vertebrates 
inlcuding  federally  designated 
endangered  and  threatened  species.  The 
agricultural  requirements  for  frequent 
flushings  as  well  as  the  label 
requirements  for  rain  or  flushing 
(irrigation)  after  treatment  would 
increase  the  likelihood  of  Machete 
contaminating  aquatic  environments 
downstream  from  rice  fields. 
Consultations  by  the  Applicants  must  be 
held  regarding  measures  to  safeguard 
against  potential  hazards  to  nontarget 
organisms  and  federally  designated 
endangered  and  threatened  species  with 
its  State  Fish  and  Game  Department  and 
the  Office  of  Endangered  Species,  Fish 


and  Wildlife  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  respectively. 

15.  Residues  of  butachlor  and  its 
metabolites  (calculated  as  butachlor) 
resulting  from  the  above  application  are 
not  expected  to  exceed  0.5  ppm  on  rice 
(rough),  3.0  ppm  on  rice  straw,  0.5  ppm 
on  rice  bran,  and  1.0  ppm  on  rice  hulls. 
Residues  of  propanil  are  not  expected  to 
exceed  those  levels  already  established. 
Commodities  with  residues  not  in 
excees  of  these  levels  may  enter 
interstate  commerce.  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services,  has  been 
advised  of  this  action. 

16.  The  EPA  shall  be  immediately 
informed  of  any  adverse  effects 
resulting  from  the  use  of  this  tank 
mixture  in  connection  with  these 
exemptions. 

(Sec.  18,  as  amended  (92  Stat.  819;  7  U.S.C. 
136)) 

Dated:  March  24, 1981. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticide 
Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  81-1027S  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6560-32-M 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Wildlife  Order  144J 

Portion,  Governor  Bridge  Globecom 
Annex,  Anne  Arundel  County, 
Maryland;  Conveyance  of  Property 

Pursuant  to  section  2  of  Pub.  L.  537, 
80th  Congress,  approved  May  19, 1948 
(16  U.S.C.  667c),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  By  deed  from  the  General  Services 
Administration  dated  August  6, 1979,  the 
property,  consisting  of  205.71  acres  of 
unimproved  land,  known  as  Portion, 
Governor  Bridge  Globecom  Annex, 

Anne  Arundel  County,  Maryland  (3-D- 
MD-542),  has  been  transferred  to  the 
State  of  Maryland  Wildlife 
Administration. 

2.  The  above  described  property  was 
conveyed  for  the  purpose  of  wildlife 
conservation  in  accordance  with  the 
provision  of  section  1  of  said  Pub.  L.  80- 
537  (16  U.S.C.  667b),  as  amended  by  Pub. 
L.  92-432. 

Dated:  March  26, 1981. 

Roy  Markon, 

Commissioner,  Federal  Property  Resources 
Service.  * 

|FR  Doc.  81-10236  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6820-96-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Public  Health  Service 

Grants;  Financial  Assistance  Awards 
to  for-Profit  Organizations 

AGENCY:  Public  Health  Service,  HHS. 
SUMMARY:  This  notice  changes  the 
Public  Health  Service  policy  which 
precludes  organizations  operated  for- 
profit  from  applying  for  and  receiving 
financial  assistance  awards  (grants  and 
cooperative  agreements)  under  specified 
research  authorities. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Theodore  J.  Roumel,  Chief,  Grants 
Management  Branch,  DGC/ORM/OM 
Telephone:  301-143-1874. 

The  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  in  providing  its  final  guidance  in 
implementing  the  Federal  Grant  and 
Cooperative  Agreement  Act  of  1977, 
states  that  subject  to  the  requirements  of 
the  act,  assistance  awards  may  be  made 
to  for-profit  organizations  when  deemed 
by  the  agency  to  be  consistent  with 
legislative  intent  and  program  purposes. 
PHS  undertook  a  review  of  its  legislative 
authorites  to  ascertain  which  programs 
would  be  affected  by  a  change  in 
eligibility  requirements  for  applicants. 
Except  for  certain  research  and 
research-related  authorities,  PHS 
programs  are  generally  limited  by 
authorizing  statutes  to  making 
assistance  awards  to  public  and 
nonprofit  organizations  thereby 
precluding  awards  to  for-profit 
organizations. 

Since  the  award  of  assistance  projects 
to  for-profit  organizations  would  be  a 
major  departure  from  long-standing  PHS 
policy,  an  announcement  was  placed  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  February  28, 

1980  requesting  public  comment  on  the 
issue  of  whether  PHS  should  make 
financial  assistance  awards  to  such 
organizations.  The  announcement  also 
set  forth  the  conditions  under  which  the 
awards  would  be  made. 

More  than  100  comments  were 
received,  split  evenly  between  those 
favoringand  those  opposed  to  the 
proposal.  Most  of  those  who  opposed  a 
change  in  eligibility  requirements  did  so 
on  the  grounds  that  current  levels  of 
Federal  research  funds  are  insufficient 
to  support  the  present  number  of 
worthwhile  projects  from  nonprofit 
organizations  and  attempts  to  expand 
the  number  of  eligible  applicants  could 
seriously  undermine  and  dilute  the 
availability  of  funding  of  research  in  the 
nonprofit  (primarily  academic] 
community.  The  most  frequent  argument 
used  by  those  in  support  of  the  proposal 
was  that  expanding  eligibility  would 


promote  healthy  competition  and  give 
the  Government  a  significant 
opportunity  to  broaden  the  base  of 
qualified  investigators. 

Although  some  respondents  voiced 
opposition  to  any  administrative 
condition  that  would  be  different  from 
those  applicable  to  nonprofit 
organizations  and  others  suggested 
various  modifications,  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  respondents  were  silent  on 
the  proposed  conditions. 

Based  on  the  requirements  of  the 
Federal  Grant  and  Cooperative 
Agreement  Act,  the  eligibility 
requirements  specified  under  the  certain 
research  authorities,  and  the  majority 
opinion  of  public  and  agency  comments 
on  the  Federal  Register  announcement, 
eligibility  for  assistance  awards  will  be 
opened  to  for-profit  organizations  under 
the  programs  and  conditions  set  forth 
below.  Prospective  applicants  are 
advised  that  the  change  in  eligibility 
requirements  will  not  become  effective 
until  the  existing  regulations  precluding 
awards  to  for-profit  organizations  are 
amended.  Watch  for  these  amendments 
in  future  publications  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

1.  Organizaitons  operated  for  profit 
will  be  eligible  to  receive  financial 
assistance  awards  under  the  following 
authorities:  Sections  301,  340,  356,  and 
404  of  the  PHS  Act  (42  U.S.  Code, 
Sections  241,  256,  263d  and  285),  Section 
20  of  the  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Act  (29  U.S.  Code,  Section  669), 
and  Section  501  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Act  (30  U.S.  Code, 
Section  951). 

2.  When  new  legislation  is  passed 
authorizing  financial  assistance 
programs  which  do  not  preclude  grants 
to  for-profit  organizations,  consistency 
with  programmatic  intent  must  be 
established  and  approval  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  obtained 
prior  to  making  any  public 
announcement  on  the  eligibility  of 
profitmakers  to  apply  for  financial 
assistance  awards. 

3.  No  profit  will  be  provided  to  for- 
profit  organizaitons  through  financial 
assistance  awards.  A  profit  is 
considered  to  be  any  amount  in  excess 
of  actual  direct  and  indirect  costs 
incurred  in  conducting  an  assistance 
project  which  are  allowable,  allocable 
and  reasonable. 

4.  For-profit  organizations  will  be 
subject  to  the  same  administrative 
requirements  currently  applicable  to 
nonprofit  institutions,  except  for  the 
following: 

a.  Cost  Principles — As  there  are  no 
cost  principles  applicable  to  for-profit 
organizations  receiving  financial 
assistance  awards,  the  cost  principles 


for  Contracts  with  Commercial 
Organizations  set  forth  in  41  CFR  Part  1- 
15.2  will  be  used.  Under  the  advance 
agreement  provisions  set  forth  in  41  CFR  • 
Part  1-15.1,  the  costs  for  Independent 
Research  and  Development  are 
unallowable. 

b.  Property — Title  to  real  property, 
equipment,  and  supplies  acquired  under 
a  financial  assistance  award  or 
(subaward)  shall  vest  upon  acquisition 
in  the  Federal  Government.  The  transfer, 
sale  or  other  disposition  of  the  property 
would  be  determined  by  the  awarding 
office  upon  the  termination  or 
completion  of  the  project  and  recipients 
would  also  be  required  to  comply  with 
the  equipment  management 
requirements  of  74.140  of  Subpart  0  of  45 
CFR  Part  74. 

c.  Cost  Sharing — The  legal 
requirements  for  cost  sharing  will  be 
met  through  separate  cost  sharing 
agreements  negotiated  for  each  research 
project.  Cost  sharing  amounts  will  be 
determined  in  accordance  with  the 
guidelines  set  forth  in  OMB  Circular  A- 
100  as  implemented  by  the  Department 
of  Health  and  Human  Services. 

d.  Patents  and  Inventions — The 
requirements  set  forth  in  45  CFR  Parts  6 
and  8  as  implemented  by  PHS  govern 
the  development  and  reporting  of 
patents  and  inventions.  Disposition  of 
royalties  or  equivalent  income  earned 
on  patents  and  inventions  arising  out  of 
activities  developed  under  financial 
assistance  awards  or  subawards  shall 
be  governed  by  determinations  made  or 
agreements  entered  into  under  45  CFR 
Parts  6  and  8  on  a  case-by-case  basis 
only. 

e.  General  Program  Income — The 
additional  costs  alternative  described  in 
45  CFR  74.42(e)  is  not  an  allowable 
alternative. 

f.  Rights  in  Data:  (1)  The  term  “Subject 
Data"  means  writings,  sound  recordings, 
pictorial  writings,  pictorial 
reproductions,  drawings,  or  other 
graphic  representations,  procedural 
manuals,  forms,  diagrams,  workflow 
charts,  equipment  descriptions,  data 
files  and  data  processing  or  computer 
programs  and  works  of  any  similar 
nature  (whether  or  not  copyrighted  or 
copyrightable)  which  are  developed 
under  this  award. 

(2)  The  awarding  office  may  use, 
duplicate,  or  disclose  in  any  manner  and 
for  any  purpose  whatsoever,  and  have 
or  permit  others  to  do  so,  all  subject 
data  developed  under  this  award. 

(3)  The  recipient  agrees  to  and  does 
hereby  grant  to  the  Government  a 
royalty-free,  nonexclusive,  and 
irrevocable  license  throughout  the  world 
to  use,  duplicate  or  dispose  of  such  data 
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in  any  manner  and  for  any  purpose 
whatsoever,  and  to  have  or  permit 
others  to  do  so.  This  is  with  the 
exception,  however,  that  this  license 
shall  be  only  to  the  extent  that  the 
recipient  now  has,  or  prior  to  completion 
or  final  settlement  of  this  project  may 
acquire,  the  right  to  grant  such  license 
without  becoming  liable  to  pay 
compensation  to  others  solely  because 
of  the  grant. 

(4)  The  recipient  shall  mark  all  subject 
data  with  the  number  of  the  award  and 
the  name  and  address  of  the 
organization  or  contractor  who 
generated  the  data.  The  recipient  shall 
not  affix  any  restrictive  markings  upon 
any  subject  data,  and,  if  such  markings 
are  affixed,  the  Grants  Management 
Officer  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
shall  have  the  right  at  any  time  to 
modify,  remove,  obliterate,  or  ignore 
them. 

(5)  Whenever  any  subject  data  is  to  be 
obtained  from  a  contractor  under  an 
award,  the  recipient  shall  use  this  same 
clause  in  the  contract  without  alteration, 
and  no  other  clauses  shall  be  used  to 
enlarge  or  diminish  the  Government’s 
rights  in  that  contractor’s  subject  data. 

(6)  The  Government  may  request  at 
any  time  during  the  performance,  or 
within  2  years  from  termination  of  the 
award  any  subject  data  generated  in 
performance  of  the  project,  and  the 
recipient  shall  promptly  prepare  and 
deliver  such  data  as  requested. 
Irrespective  of  whether  the  principal 
investigator  is  still  associated  with  the 
recipient  organization,  the  organization 
shall  exercise  its  best  efforts  to  prepare 
and  deliver  such  data  as  is  requested. 
The  Government’s  right  to  use  data 
delivered  shall  be  the  same  as  the  rights 
in  subject  data  provided  above.  The 
recipient  shall  be  relieved  of  the 
obligation  to  furnish  data  pertaining  to 
an  item  obtained  from  a  contractor  upon 
the  expiration  of  2  years  from  the  date 
of  acceptance  of  these  items.  When 
data,  other  than  subject  data,  is 
delivered  pursuant  to  this  paragraph, 
payment  shall  be  made,  by  equitable 
adjustment  or  otherwise,  for  converting 
the  data  into  the  prescribed  form, 
reproducing  it,  or  preparing  it  for 
delivery. 

(7)  In  addition,  royalties,  license  fee, 
and  other  income  earned  by  a  recipient 
from  copyrighted  work  developed  under 
a  financial  assistance  award  or 
subaward  will  be  remitted  to  PHS  up  to 
the  full  amount  of  the  financial 
assistance  award. 


Dated:  March  20, 1981. 

Jack  N.  Markowitz, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Management. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10234  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4110-85-M 


Hyperbaric  Oxygen  Therapy  for 
Treatment  of  Acute  Cerebral  Edema; 
Evaluation  of  Medical  Technology 

The  National  Center  for  Health  Care 
Technology  (Center)  announces  that  it  is 
conducting  an  evaluation  of  what  is 
known  of  the  safety  and  clinical 
effectiveness  of  hyperbaric  oxygen 
therapy  for  treatment  of  acute  cerebral 
edema. 

Based  on  this  evaluation,  a 
recommendation  will  be  formulated  to 
assist  the  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration  (HCFA)  in  establishing 
Medicare  coverage  policy.  Any  person 
or  group  wishing  to  provide  the  Center 
with  information  relevant  to  this 
evaluation  should  do  so  in  writing  no 
later  than  July  6, 1981.  To  enable  the 
Center’s  staff  to  give  appropriate 
consideration  to  any  literature 
references  or  analyses  of  clinical  data,  a 
written  summary  no  longer  than  10 
pages  should  be  attached  to  any  such 
material  submitted. 

Written  material  should  be  submitted 
to:  Division  of  Medical  and  Scientific 
Evaluation,  National  Center  for  Health 
Care  Technology,  Room  17A29, 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20857. 

For  further  information  contact: 
Dennis  J.  Cotter,  Health  Science 
Analyst,  at  the  above  address  or  by 
telephone  (301)  443-4990. 

Dated:  March  30, 1981. 

Wayne  C.  Richey,  Jr., 

Acting  Executive  Secretary,  Office  of  Health 
Research,  Statistics,  and  Technology. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10233  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-85-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Docket  No.  D-81-642] 

Office  of  the  Area  Manager,  New 
Orleans  Area  Office;  Designation  of 
Order  of  Succession 

agency:  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

ACTION:  Designation  of  Order  of 
Succession. 

SUMMARY:  The  Area  Manager  is 
designating  officials  who  may  serve  as 
Acting  Area  Manager  during  the 


absence  of,  or  vacancy  in  the  position 
of,  the  Area  Manager. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  6, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Nancy  J.  Mattox,  Director,  Management 
and  Budget  Division,  Office  of  Regional 
Administration,  Fort  Worth  Regional 
Office,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  221  West 
Lancaster,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76113, 
telephone  817-870-5451.  (This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.) 

Designation 

Each  of  the  officials  appointed  to  the 
following  position  is  designated  to  serve 
as  Acting  Area  Manager  during  the 
absence  of,  or  vacancy  in  the  position 
of,  the  Area  Manager,  with  all  the 
powers,  functions,  and  duties 
redelegated  or  assigned  to  the  Area 
Manager:  Provided,  that  no  official  is 
authorized  to  serve  as  Acting  Area 
Manager  unless  all  officials  before  him 
in  this  designation  are  unavailable  to  act 
by  reason  of  absence  or  vacancy  in  the 
position: 

1.  Deputy  Area  Manager 

2.  Director,  Housing  Division 

3.  Area  Councsel 

4.  Director,  Community  Planning  and 
Development  Division 

5.  Deputy  Director  for  Development, 
Housing  Division 

6.  Deputy  Director  for  Management, 
Housing  Division 

This  designation  supersedes  the 
designation  published  at  Docket  No.  D- 
79-553  and  44  FR  19043-4  (3/30/79). 

(Delegation  of  Authority  by  the  Secretary 
effective  October  1, 1970;  36  FR  3389, 
February  23, 1971) 

Walter  G.  Sevier, 

Deputy  Regional  Administrator,  Region  VI 
(Fort  Worth). 

[FR  Doc.  81-10245  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[AA-6690-A2] 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selection 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-8234  appearing  at  page 
17262,  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  March 
18, 1981,  make  the  following  corrections: 

On  page  17262,  first  column,  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Selection,  second 
paragraph  first  line  “On  December  5,” 
should  read  “On  December  5, 1975,”  and 
in  column  two,  fourth  line  from  the 
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bottom  "Secs.  22  and  33,"  should  read 
"Secs.  22  and  23." 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


Western  Interior/Oklahoma;  Intent  To 
Hold  a  Public  Hearing  and  the  Opening 
of  a  Comment  Period  on  the  Federal 
Coal  Production  Goals  for  the  Western 
Interior  Coal  Production  Region 

March  27. 1981. 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
action:  Public  hearing  and  opening  of  a 
comment  period. 

summary:  The  New  Mexico  State  Office 
of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
advises  the  public  that  a  hearing  will  be 
held  to  receive  oral  and  written 
comments  in  order  to  assist  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  through  the 
Western  Interior  Regional  Coal  Team,  in 
his  review  of  the  Federal  coal 
production  goals  for  the  Western 
Interior  Coal  Production  Region.  The 
hearing  will  be  held  in  Oklahoma  City, 
Oklahoma.  Individuals  wishing  to 
comment  orally  at  the  public  hearing  are 
asked  to  provide  written  copies  of  their 
remarks  if  possible.  Oral  and  written 
comments  will  be  accepted  at  the  public 
hearing.  Written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  New  Mexico  State 
Director  at  the  address  given  below. 
DATE:  Written  comments  will  be 
accepted  until  close  of  business,  May  8, 
1981.  A  public  hearing  will  be  held  in 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  on  April  28. 
1981.  The  hearing  will  start  at  10:00  a.m. 
ADDRESS:  Written  comments  on  the 
production  goals  should  be  addressed  to 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  New 
Mexico  State  Director,  P.O.  Box  1449, 
Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501.  The  public 
hearing  will  be  held  in  Oklahoma  City, 
Oklahoma,  in  the  Bear  Tree  Room, 
Ramada  Inn  West,  800  S.  Meridian  Ave. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gene  Day,  Western  Interior  Project 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
P.O.  Box  1449,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico 
87501.  Telephone  (505)  988-6226. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  issued 
updated  national  and  regional  coal 
production  goals  on  January  26, 1981. 
These  coal  production  goals  are 
intended  to  guide  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  (DOI)  and  the  Regional  Coal 
Team  (RCT)  in  setting  a  Federal  leasing 
target  for  the  Western  Interior  Federal 
Coal  Production  Region. 


DOE  Final  Production  Goals,  Western 


Interior  Region 

Million  tons  annually 

1990 

1995 

. . . - . .  14.8 

16.3 

. . .  21.5 

327 

.  26.9 

447 

* 

The  coal  production  goals  developed 
by  DOE  are  provided  at  three  levels  of 
energy  consumption  growth  rates — low, 
medium  and  high.  Due  to  the 
uncertainties  regarding  coal 
consumption  over  the  next  10-15  years, 
especially  for  electric  utilities  and 
synthetic  fuels,  the  range  in  the  goals  is 
substantial.  The  DOE  final  production 
goals  have  been  provided  to  the 
Western  Interior  RCT. 

The  Federal  Coal  Management 
Regulations  (43  CFR  3420.3-2(d))  require 
that  the  RCT  consider  the  regional 
situation  and  recommend  adjustments  to 
the  regional  production  goals  based  on 
such  factors  as:  (1)  public  comment 
received  in  writing  or  in  hearing(s)  held 
by  the  team  in  the  region,  (2)  state 
government,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  State  Office,  Indian  Tribe 
and  regional  development  policies,  (3) 
administrative  capacity  to  satisfy  the 
indicated  level  of  leasing  based  on  the 
final  production  goals,  and  (4)  other 
information  available  to  the  Regional 
Coal  Team  which  they  believe  should 
receive  consideration  by  the  Secretary 
in  his  review  of  the  final  regional 
production  goals. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  call  for 
public  comment  on  the  production  goals 
in  order  to  assist  the  RCT  in  formulating 
its  recommendations  to  the  Secretary. 
Charles  W.  Luscher, 

State  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10296  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[INT-DEIS  81-16] 

Big  Desert  Grazing  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement; 
Public  Hearing 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(BLM),  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Availability  of  and 
public  hearing  on  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  Section  102  (2)(c) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  has  prepared  a  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  for  a 
proposed  grazing  management  program 


for  the  Big  Desert  Planning  Unit  of  the 
Idaho  Falls  District  in  southeastern 
Idaho.  The  proposal  includes  changes  in 
stocking  rates,  implementing  improve 
grazing  systems  and  installation  of 
range  improvements  on  approximately 
1.1  million  acres  of  public  land.  Copies 
of  the  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  are  available  for  review  at  the 
following  locations: 

Idaho  Falls  District  Office,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management.  940  Lincoln  Road, 
Idaho  Falls,  Idaho  83401.  Telephone 
(208) 529-1020 

Idaho  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Mangement,  Federal  Building.  500  W. 
Fort  Street,  Boise,  Idaho  83724 
Telephone  (208)  334-1770 
Public  Affairs,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Interior  Building,  18th 
and  C  Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240. 

DATES:  Written  comments  on  the  draft 
statement  are  invited  and  should  be 
submitted  by  May  29, 1981.  A  public 
hearing  regarding  the  proposal  will  be 
held  on  May  5, 1981,  at  7:30  MDT. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  submitted  to:  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  940 
Lincoln  Road,  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho  83401. 

The  public  hearing  will  be  held  at  the 
former  District  Courtroom,  Bonneville 
County  Courthouse,  605  N.  Capital, 
Idaho  Falls,  Idaho. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

O’dell  Frandsen  or  Roger  Wickstrom, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  940 
Lincoln  Road,  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho. 
Telephone  (208)  529-1020. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Individuals  wishing  to  testify  may  do  so 
by  appearing  at  the  hearing  place 
previously  specified.  Persons  wishing  to 
give  testimony  will  be  limited  to  10 
minutes,  with  written  submissions 
invited.  Prior  to  giving  testimony  at  the 
public  hearing,  individuals  or 
spokesmen  are  requested  to  complete  a 
hearing  registration  form.  Registration 
forms  are  available  in  the  draft 
statement  or  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  Idaho  Falls  District 
Manager  at  the  above  address. 

Dated:  March  30, 1981. 

Robert  O.  Buffington, 

State  Director.  Idaho. 

|FR  Dor-  81-10271  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


20606 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  65  /  Monday,  April  6,  1981  /  Notices 


IINT  DEIS  81-17] 

Grazing  Management  for  the  Cal-Neva 
Planning  Unit,  Eagle  Lake  Resource 
Area,  Susanville  District,  Calif.; 
Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
has  prepared  a  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  concerning  a  proposed 
intensive  grazing  management  program 
for  the  Cal-Neva  Planning  Unit  in 
Washoe  County,  Nevada,  and  Lassen 
County,  California.  Management 
proposals  are  presented  and  analyzed 
for  each  of  nine  grazing  allotments. 
Intensive  management  will  occur  on 
eight  of  the  allotments  and  less 
intensive  management  will  occur  in  one 
allotment.  The  planning  unit  covers 
797,925  acres,  of  which  81  percent  is 
Federal  land. 

Comments  on  the  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  are  being  solicited 
from  public  agencies  and  interested 
individuals  and  entities.  The  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  invites  written 
comments  on  the  statement  to  be 
submitted  by  May  25, 1981  to  the  District 
Manager,  Susanville  District,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  1090, 
Susanville,  California  96130. 

A  limited  number  of  copies  of  the 
draft  environmental  impact  statement 
are  available  upon  request  at  the 
following  offices: 

California  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Sacramento,  California  95825, 
Telephone  (916)  484-4541 
Susanville  District  Office,  P.O.  Box  1090, 
Susanville,  California  96130, 

Telephone  (916)  257-5381 
Copies  of  the  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  will  be  available  for 
public  reading  and  review  at  the 
following  locations: 

Division  of  Rangeland  Management, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Interior 
Building.  18th  and  C  Streets,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20240 
California  State  Office  (911),  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Sacramento,  California  95825, 
Telephone  (916)  484-4541 
Susanville  District  Office,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  705  Hall  Street, 
Susanville,  California  96130. 
Telephone  (916)  257-5381 
Dated:  March  30, 1981. 

Ronald  Hofman, 

Acting  State  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10272  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  un>| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Nevada;  Intent  To  Prepare  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for 
the  Schell  Resource  Area 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS). 

summary:  This  notice  advises  the  public 
that  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
intends  to  gather  information  and  seek 
assistance  in  defining  the  range  of 
issues  to  be  addressed  in  the  EIS  for  the 
grazing  management  program  proposed 
for  the  Schell  Resource  Area,  Ely 
District,  Nevada.  The  proposed  grazing 
program,  affecting  approximately  four 
million  acres  of  public  land,  has  been 
developed  through  the  Bureau’s 
management  framework  planning  (MFP) 
system.  The  EIS  will  be  prepared  under 
contract  issued  to  Bio/ West.  Inc.  The 
draft  EIS  must  be  ready  to  file  with  EPA 
by  January  1982.  Written  comments  or 
suggestions  are  solicited  as  part  of  the 
EIS  scoping  process.  Interested 
individuals  are  invited  to  identify  issues 
that  they  consider  significant  for 
inclusion  in  the  EIS  or,  conversely, 
issues  that  are  not  significant  and  need 
not  be  analyzed  in  this  EIS.  It  is 
anticipated  that  scoping  can  be 
accomplished  through  correspondence 
and  informal  contacts.  However,  an 
opportunity  for  scoping  meetings  in 
connection  with  the  EIS  is  afforded. 
Interested  persons  who  desire  to  be 
heard  on  issues  pertinent  to  the  Schell 
EIS  must  submit  a  written  request  to  the 
District  Manager,  Ely,  Nevada  at  the 
address  given  below.  Upon 
determination  by  the  District  Manager 
that  scoping  meeting(s)  should  be  held, 
the  time(s)  and  place(s)  will  be 
announced. 

This  notice  is  made  in  accordance 
with  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  (NEPA)  and  the  regulations  (40  CFR 
1501.7)  of  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality. 

DATES:  Written  comments  or 
suggestions  concerning  issues  pertinent 
to  the  Schell  EIS  and  requests  for  public 
scoping  meetings  will  be  accepted 
through  May  15, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Neil  McCleery,  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Star  Route  5,  Box  1,  Ely,  Nevada  89301. 
TOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Larry  Jung,  Chief,  Division  of  Planning 
and  Environmental  Coordination,  Ely 
District  Office  (702)  289-4865. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
proposed  action  for  the  Schell  EIS  will 
describe  the  existing  use  made  by 


livestock,  wild  horses,  deer  and 
antelope  by  grazing  allotment.  Livestock 
use  will  be  based  on  past  3-year  average 
actual  use.  Wild  horse  and  wildlife  use 
will  be  based  on  estimated  numbers  of 
animals.  Monitoring  plans  and 
procedures  will  be  defined  as  part  of  the 
proposed  action.  Monitoring  will  focus 
on  utilization  of  key  forage  species, 
wildlife  and  wild  horse  inventories, 
climate,  actual  use,  forage  condition  and 
trend.  Monitoring  will  indicate  if,  where 
and  when  specific  adjustments  could  be 
made  to  reach  resource  objectives. 
Adjustments  will  not  necessarily  lead  to 
reductions  in  herd  sizes  since 
maintaining  or  increasing  production 
through  range  improvements  and  AMPs 
will  be  an  integral  part  of  the  monitoring 
program. 

The  Schell  EIS  will  also  analyze  a  No 
Action  alternative,  a  Resource 
Protection  alternative  and  a  Resource 
Production  alternative.  The  No  Action 
alternative,  as  required  by  NEPA,  will 
analyze  the  impacts  of  continuation  of 
existing  uses.  The  Resources  Protection 
alternative  will  analyze  the  impacts  of 
stressing  protection  and/or  intensive 
management  of  critical  habitat  and 
sensitive  areas.  Monitoring  will  indicate 
if,  where  and  when  adjustments  will  be 
needed  throughout  the  resource  area  as 
a  result  of  thq  protection  or  intensive 
management  proposed  in  the 
alternative.  The  Resource  Production 
alternative  will  analyze  the  impacts  of 
stressing  maximum  use  of  available 
resources.  Potential  range  improvements 
will  be  identified  and  monitoring  plans 
will  be  defined. 

Dated:  March  27, 1981. 

Roger  J.  McCormack, 

Associate  State  Director,  Nevada. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10279  Filed  4-3--81;  8:45  am| 
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Idaho;  Wilderness  Inventory  Appeals 

The  Federal  Register  of  February  13, 
1981,  announced  the  wilderness 
inventory  protest  decision  for  BLM 
lands  in  Idaho.  This  announcement  also 
opened  the  appeal  period  on  the 
inventory  decisions. 

The  following  units  that  were 
identified  as  Wilderness  Study  Areas 
(WSA’s)  have  been  appealed: 

Acres 


17-10  Lower  Salmon  Falls  Creek .  3,500 

17-11  Jarbidge  River .  75.340 

110- 91a  Box  Creek .  428 

111- 6  Little  Jack's  Creek .  58,040 

111-7b  Duncan  Creek . 10.005 

1 1 1-7c  Big  Jack's  Creek . 54.833 

111-17  Bruneau  River .  107,020 

111-18  Pole  Creek .  24.509. 

111-36a  Sheep  Creek  West .  11.680 

111-36b  Sheep  Creek  East .  5.060 
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Acres 


28-1 

Petkcoat  Peak . . 

.  11.298 

31-14 

Appendicitis  HiH . 

.  24.870 

31-17 

.  9.950 

32-3 

.  15,510 

32-9 

.  5,400 

33-4 

Cedar  Butte . . . 

. . .  35.700 

33-15 

Hell's  Hall  Acre . . . 

.  66.200 

43-3 

.  24,922 

45-12 

.  24,980 

47-4 

.  3,100 

54-5 

Little  City  of  Rocks . 

.  5.875 

54-6 

Black  Canyon . 

.  10,371 

54-8a 

Gooding  City  of  Rocks . 

.  14,743 

54-8b 

Gooding  City  of  Rocks . 

6,287 

54-10 

.  7,487 

56-2 

.  23,680 

57-2 

.  15.968 

57-8 

.  20,792 

57-10 

Raven's  Eye . 

.  67,110 

57-11 

.  33,531 

57-14 

.  9,700 

59-7 

.  6.914 

61-1 

.  720 

61-10 

.  9,027 

61-15a 

.  10.339 

61 -15b 

Grandmother  Mountain . 

. .  6,790 

62-1 

Snowhole  Rapids . 

.  5,068 

62-10 

Marshall  Mountain . _..., 

_  6,524 

The  following  units  that  were 
identified  to  be  dropped  from  wilderness 
consideration  have  been  appealed: 

Acres 


16-9  Reynolds  Creek  Canyon .  14,650 

111-5  Poison  Gulch .  30,742 

i11-19b  Bun  Gulch .  33,150 

1 1 1  -20b  Upper  Battle  Creek . .  1 7,787 

1 1 1-36b  Sheep  Creek  East . . . 7.352 

26-1  Hanzel  Mountain .  20.615 

26- 3  South  Samaria . - . . -  6,615 

27- 1  South  Deep  Creek . . . 9,609 

27-2  Oeep  Creek  Peak . . .  6,646 

32- 4  Taylor  Mountain . . 11,134 

33- 5  SkuM .  8,650 

33-6  Rye  Grass . . 8,000 

33-13  Bear  Point .  20,650 

33-14  Mosby  Butte . .  35,720 

33-18  Morgan .  9,420 

33-23  Bear  Trap _ _ _ _ ....  13,860 

41-3  Geertson  Creek . . 10,720 

44-2  King  Mountain . „...  12,602 

44-3  Hat  Creek . 9,707 

44-4  Ellis  Creek _ 28,040 

44-9  Groriks  Canyon .  7,470 

57-4  Black  Ridge  Crater .  8,138 

57-5  Lone  Rock . .  10,934 

57-6  Wlldhorse . . .  21,544 

57-7  Pagari . . . 33,116 

57-8  Sand  Butte . .... . 10,000 

62-2  Confluence . . . ..... _ ........ _ _  5,110 


The  units  identified  as  WSA’s  will 
continue  to  be  studied  according  to  the 
Bureau’s  wilderness  study  schedule. 

Units  identified  to  be  dropped  will  not 
be  studied,  unless  the  decision  is 
reversed  through  the  appeal  process. 

All  of  the  listed  units,  both  WSA’s  and 
dropped  units,  that  have  been  appealed, 
will  continue  to  be  managed  under  the 
Bureau’s  wilderness  interim 
management  policy. 

For  further  information  contact:  Idaho 
State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Box  042,  Federal  Building, 
550  W.  Fort  Street,  Boise,  Idaho  83724. 


Dated:  March  27, 1981. 

Guy  E.  Baier, 

Acting  Idaho  State  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10247  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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« 

Change  to  Interim  Management  Policy 
and  Guidelines  for  Lands  Under 
Wilderness  Review 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Notice  of  Change  to  Interim 
Management  Policy  and  Guidelines  for 
Lands  under  Wilderness  Review  as 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  12, 1979  (44  FR  72014). 

summary:  This  notice  formally  amends 
the  Interim  Management  Policy  and 
Guidelines  for  Lands  under  Wilderness 
Review  (IMP)  with  respect  to  mineral 
leases  issued  on  or  before  October  21, 
1976,  on  public  lands  under  wilderness 
review.  Mineral  leases  issued  on  or  prior 
to  October  21, 1976  (passage  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act — FLPMA),  will  be  recognized  as 
having  valid  existing  rights  and  are  not 
subject  to  the  nonimpairment  criteria  of 
the  IMP.  This  action  is  necessary  in 
order  to  confirm  previous  written 
guidance  to  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  field  offices  on  March  12, 
1981. 

This  means  that  exploration, 
development,  and  production  can  take 
place  on  a  lease  on  public  lands  under 
wilderness  review  if  the  lease  was 
issued  on  or  before  October  21, 1976, 
even  though  the  impacts  on  the  lease 
would  ordinarily  constitute  impairment 
as  defined  in  the  IMP.  However,  this 
does  not  mean  mineral  leasing  activities 
will  be  totally  unregulated.  Pre-FLPMA 
leases  will  continue  to  be  monitored 
under  current  rules  and  regulations  and 
managed  in  a  way  to  prevent 
unnecessary  or  undue  degradation  of  the 
lands  and  resources  or  to  afford 
environmental  protection. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  12, 1981. 
address:  Any  inquiries  should  be  sent 
to:  Director  (430),  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  18th  and  C  Streets,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gary  G.  Marsh,  Division  of  Wilderness 
and  Environmental  Areas,  Telephone 
(202)  343-6064. 

Dated:  April  1, 1981. 

Ed  Hastey, 

Acting  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10278  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  Hm| 
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Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 

Announcement  of  Interim  Water 
Service  Contracts  for  1981;  Intent  to 
Enter  Into  Interim  Water  Service 
Contracts 

The  Regional  Director  of  the  Pacific 
Northwest  Region,  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service  (Water  and  Power), 
Department  of  the  Interior,  may  enter 
into  interim  water  service  contracts  with 
individuals,  corporations,  districts,  or 
municipalities  for  irrigation  and 
municipal  and  industrial  (M&I)  water 
when  such  water  is  surplus  to  project 
needs.  Contracts  of  this  type  can  be 
entered  into  upon  short  notice  to  meet 
emergency  or  temporary  demands. 
However,  such  contracts  may  not 
exceed  1  year  in  duration  and  are 
limited  to  not  more  than  10,000  acre-feet 
per  irrigation  contract  or  500  acre-feet 
per  M&I  contract  unless  additional 
approval  is  received  from  the 
Commissioner  of  Water  and  Power 
Resources  and  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  All  interim  contracts  will 
specify  quantities,  rates,  and  other  terms 
and  conditions  in  compliance  with 
Reclamation  law  and  Water  and  Power 
policy. 

For  the  water  year  1981,  it  appears 
that  water  surplus  to  project  needs  will 
be  available  for  sale  from  reservoirs  of 
the  Boise  Project  in  Idaho  and  the 
Columbia  Basin  Project  in  Washington. 
Pursuant  to  Water  and  Power  policy, 
interim  water  service  for  irrigation  will 
be  provided  at  a  cost  equal  to  a 
proportionate  share  of  annual  operation 
and  maintenance  costs  and  an 
appropriate  share  of  capital  costs. 

Other  Water  and  Power  projects 
administered  by  the  Pacific  Northwest 
Region  with  regulated  reservoir  storage 
may  have  minor  quantities  of  surplus 
water  available  this  year  to  meet 
temporary  or  emergency  demands.  All 
releases  will  be  subject  to  State  laws  for 
beneficial  use  and  appropriation  rights. 

Parties  interested  in  receiving 
information  about  the  Water  and 
Power's  interim  water  marketing 
program  should  contact  Ms.  Cathy  Kent, 
Repayment  Contract  Assistant  Water 
and  Power  Resources  Service,  Division 
of  Water,  Power,  and  Lands,  Box  043, 
550  West  Fort  Street,  Boise,  Idaho  83724, 
attention  code  440  or  telephone  (206) 
334-9011.  Unless  significant  public 
interest  in  the  proposed  interim  water 
marketing  program  is  demonstrated  in 
response  to  this  notice,  announcement 
of  the  availability  of  negotiated  draft 
contracts  will  be  limited  to  those  parties 
who  have  expressed  an  interest  therein. 
Written  comments  on  any  draft  contract 
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must  be  submitted  not  later  than  30  days 
after  the  completed  draft  is  declared 
available. 

Parties  interested  in  obtaining  a 
temporary  supply  of  water  from  a  Water 
and  Power  project  should  apply  in 
writing  to  the  Regional  Director  at  the 
above  address. 

Dated:  March  30, 1981. 

Clifford  I.  Barrett, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of  Water  and  Power 
Resources. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10232  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 
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Interim  Water  Service  Contracts; 

Intent  to  Enter  into  Interim  Water 
Service  Contracts 

The  Regional  Director  of  the  Upper 
Missouri  Region,  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service  (Water  and  Power), 
Department  of  the  Interior,  may  enter 
into  interim  water  service  contracts  with 
individuals,  corporations,  districts  or 
municipalities  for  irrigation  and 
municipal  and  industrial  (M&I)  water 
when  such  water  is  surplus  to  project 
needs.  Contracts  of  this  type  can  be 
entered  into  upon  short  notice  to  meet 
emergency  or  temporary  demands. 
However,  they  may  not  exceed  1  year  in 
duration  and  are  limited  to  not  more 
than  10,000  acre-feet  per  irrigation 
contract  or  500  acre-feet  per  M&I 
contract  unless  additional  approval  is 
received  from  the  Commissioner  of 
Water  and  Power  Resources  and  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  All  interim 
contracts  will  specify  quantities,  rates, 
and  other  conditions  in  compliance  with  • 
Reclamation  law  and  Water  and  Power 
policy. 

The  Regional  Director  is  delegated  the 
authority  to  execute  such  contracts 
encompassing  Montana  east  of  the 
Continental  Divide,  northern  Wyoming, 
North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota.  For 
the  water  year  1981,  it  appears  that 
surplus  water  will  be  available  for  sale 
from  the  Boysen,  Riverton,  and  Keyhole 
Units  in  Wyoming;  Shadehill  Unit  in 
South  Dakota;  Lower  Marias  and 
Canyon  Ferry  Units  in  Montana; 
Yellowtail  Unit  in  Montana  and 
Wyoming;  and  Heart  Butte  Unit  in  North 
Dakota,  all  part  of  the  Pick-Sloan 
Missouri  Basin  Program. 

Other  Water  and  Power  projects  in 
the  region  with  regulated  reservoir 
storage  also  may  have  minor  quantities 
of  surplus  water  available  to  meet 
temporary  demands.  All  releases  would 
be  subject  to  State  laws  for  beneficial 
use  and  prior  appropriation  rights. 

Parties  interested  in  receiving 
information  about  Water  and  Power 
interim  water  marketing  program  can 


contact  Mr.  William  E.  Crosby,  Chief, 
Economics  and  Repayment  Branch, 
Division  of  Water  and  Land,  Water  and 
Power  Resources  Service,  P.O.  Box  2553, 
Billings,  Montana  59103,  telephone  (406) 
657-6413.  Unless  significant  public 
interest  in  this  proposed  water 
marketing  program  is  demonstrated, 
responses  to  this  notice  will  be  limited 
to  those  parties  who  have  expressed  an 
interest  therein.  The  public  is  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  proposed 
contracts  not  later  than  30  days  after  the 
completed  draft  contracts  are  made 
available. 

Parties  interested  in  obtaining  a 
temporary  supply  of  water  from  Water 
and  Power  project  facilities  should 
apply  in  writing  to  the  Regional  Director, 
Upper  Missouri  Region,  at  the  above 
address. 

Dated:  March  30, 1981. 

Clifford  I.  Barrett, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of  Water  and  Power 
Resources. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10231  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-09-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Long-and-Short-Haui  Applications  for 
Relief  (Formerly  Fourth  Section 
Applications) 

April  1, 1981. 

These  applications  for  long-and-short- 
haul  relief  have  been  filed  with  the 
I.C.C. 

Protests  are  due  at  the  I.C.C.  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice. 

Aggregate-of-Intermediates 

No.  43911,  Trans-Continental  Freight 
Bureau,  Agent’s  No.  560,  rates  on  iron  or 
steel  articles,  carload  minimum  weight 
80,000  pounds,  from  Minnequa,  CO  to 
Creal,  CA.  Rates  are  to  be  published  in 
Item  4027-series  to  Tariff  ICC  TCFB 
3001-C.  Grounds  for  relief — 
maintenance  of  depressed  rates 
published  to  meet  motor  carrier 
competition  without  use  of  such  rates  as 
factors  in  constructing  combination 
rates. 

Long-and-Short-Haul 

No.  43912,  Trans-Continental  Freight 
Bureau,  Agent’s  No.  561,  rates  on  iron  or 
steel  articles,  carload  minimum  weight 
80,000  pounds,  from  Minnequa,  CO  to 
Creal,  CA.  Rates  are  to  be  published  in 
Item  4027  series  to  Tariff  ICC  TCFB 
3001-C.  Grounds  for  relief — Motor 
Carrier  Competition. 


By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10342  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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Agricultural  Cooperative;  Intent  To 
Perform  Interstate  Transportation  for 
Certain  Nonmembers 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  extension  of 
expiration  date  of  Form  BOp-102. 


SUMMARY:  On  the  BOp-102  forms 
entitled  NOTICE  TO  COMMISSION  OF 
INTENT  TO  PERFORM  INTERSTATE 
TRANSPORTATION  FOR  CERTAIN 
NONMEMBERS  UNDER  SECTION 
10526  (A)(5)  OF  THE  INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE  ACT,  a  notation  appears 
in  the  upper  right-hand  corner  of  the 
form  “Approved  by  GAO  B-180230 
(R0112)  Expires  3-31-81.”  The  expiration 
date  refers  only  to  GAO  approval  of  the 
use  of  the  form  by  the  Commission  and 
does  not  apply  to  the  contents  of  the 
form.  Because  of  the  extensive  supply  of 
forms  on  hand,  GAO  has  recleared  the 
forms  and  has  extended  the  expiration 
date  of  our  use  of  the  form  to  December 

31. 1981. 

This  notice  is  to  inform  all  users  of  the 
BOp-102  that  the  present  form  will 
remain  approved  by  GAO  until 
December  31, 1981.  All  filings  accepted 
by  the  Commission  prior  to  December 

31. 1981,  using  the  BOp-102  will  be 
considered  valid  for  one  year  from  the 
date  of  filing. 

DATE:  The  March  31, 1981,  expiration 
date  on  the  form  BOp-102  is  now 
extended  to  December  31, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Phyllis  Gunn,  (202)  275-7475. 

Decided:  March  31, 1981. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  01-10343  Filed  4-3-01;  8:45  am) 
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Motor  Carriers;  Finance  Applications; 
Decision-Notice 

As  indicated  by  the  findings  below, 
the  Commission  has  approved  the 
following  applications  filed  under  49 
U.S.C.  10924, 10926, 10931  and  10932. 

We  find: 

Each  transaction  is  exempt  from 
section  11343  (formerly  Section  5)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  and  complies 
with  the  appropriate  transfer  rules. 
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This  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

Petitions  seeking  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
this  publication.  Replies  must  be  filed 
within  20  days  after  the  final  date  for 
filing  petitions  for  reconsiderations;  any 
interested  person  may  file  and  serve  a 
reply  upon  the  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Petitions  which  do  not  comply  with  the 
relevant  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132.4 
may  be  rejected. 

If  petitions  for  reconsideration  are  not 
timely  filed,  and  applicants  satisfy  the 
conditions,  if  any,  which  have  been 
imposed,  the  application  is  granted  and 
they  will  receive  an  effective  notice.  The 
notice  will  indicate  that  consummation 
of  the  transfer  will  be  presumed  to  occur 
on  the  20th  day  following  service  of  the 
notice,  unless  either  applicant  has 
advised  the  Commission  that  the 
transfer  will  not  be  consummated  or 
that  an  extension  of  time  for 
consummation  is  needed.  The  notice 
will  also  recite  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  met  before 
the  transferee  may  commence 
operations. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  any 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  following 
decision-notices  within  30  days  after 
publication,  or  within  any  approved 
extension  period.  Otherwise,  the 
decision-notice  shall  have  no  further 
effect. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  The  Motor  Carrier  Board,  Members  Krock, 
Joyce  and  Dowell. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC-FC-78867.  By  decision  of  March  9, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  WARREN  WHITLEY 
HAULAGE  LIMITED  of  Certificate  No. 
MC-116770  served  September  10, 1958 
and  No.  MC-116770  (Sub-No.  2)  served 
May  3, 1977,  issued  to  ACTIVE 
CARTAGE  LIMITED  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  (1)  steel  angles,  steel 
beams,  steel  channels,  steel  piling,  and 
steel  reinforcing  rods,  limited  to 
transportation  performed  solely  with 
pole-trailer  equipment,  from 
Lackawanna,  NY,  to  ports  of  entry  on 
the  United  States-Canada  Boundary  line 
at  or  near  Fort  Erie  and  Niagara  Falls, 
Ontario.  Canada,  and  Niagara  Falls  and 
Buffalo,  NY,  and  (2)  iron  and  steel 
articles  (except  packaged  commodities), 
between  points  in  Erie  and  Niagara 
Counties,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 


the  other,  ports  of  entry  on  the  United 
States-Canada  Boundary  line  located  on 
the  Niagara  River.  Representative: 
William  J.  Hirsch,  1125  Convention 
Tower,  43  Court  St.,  Buffalo,  NY  14202. 

Notes. — (1)  An  application  for  temporary 
authority  has  been  filed.  (2)  Transferee  is  a 
carrier.  (3)  The  application  was  orginally 
dismissed  because  applicants  failed  to  show 
that  the  transaction  was  properly  filed  under 
49  U.S.C.  10926.  Applicants  filed  a  petition  for 
reopening  to  submit  additional  evidence  to 
show  the  application  properly  filed. 

MC-FC-78924.  By  decision  of  March 
11, 1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926 
and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  O.M.  &  S.  DISTRIBUTING 
COMPANY,  of  Brownwood,  TX, 
Certificate  No.  MC-133095  (Sub-No.  160) 
issued  May  3, 1978  to  Texas-Continental 
Express,  Inc,  of  Euless,  TX,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  malt  beverages 
(except  in  bulk),  (1)  from  Galveston,  TX, 
to  Little  Rock,  AR,  and  Lafayette,  New 
Orleans,  and  Shreveport,  LA,  and  (2) 
from  San  Antonio,  TX,  to  Lafayette. 

New  Orleans,  and  Shreveport,  LA. 
Condition:  Transferee  must  furnish 
evidence  that  it  acquiesces  in  the 
proposed  transfer.  Applicants’ 
representative:  Marshall  Kragen,  Suite 
300, 1919  Pennsylvania  Avenue  N.W., 
Washington.  D.C.  20006,  (202)  466-3 77a 

MC-FC-79008.  By  decision  of  March  9, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  ENERGY  EXPRESS,  INC.  at  a 
portion  of  Certificate  No.  MC-114897 
(Sub-No.  134)  and  a  portion  of  the  rights 
acquired  in  No.  MC-F-14294  Whitfield 
Tank  Lines,  Inc.  (transferor)  Petroleum 
products,  except  asphalt  and  heavy  oils 
requiring  specially-heated  equipment,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  trucks,  from  Salt  Lake  City 
and  Woods  Cross,  UT,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Idaho  east  of  the  western 
boundaries  of  Lemhi,  Custer,  Blaine, 
Camas,  Gooding  and  Twin  Falls 
Counties,  ID;  and  rejected  shipments  of 
the  next  above-specified  commodities, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Idaho  east  of 
the  western  boundaries  of  Lemhi, 

Custer,  Blaine,  Camas,  Gooding,  and 
Twin  Falls  Counties,  ID,  to  Salt  Lake 
City  and  Woods  Cross,  UT.  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Salt  Lake  City,  UT,  and 
points  within  10  miles  thereof,  to  points 
in  Nevada,  with  no  transportation  or 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  From  Ogden,  UT, 
to  points  in  Idaho  south  of  the  northern 
boundaries  of  Adams,  Valley,  and 
Lemhi  Counties,  ID,  and  points  in 
Gallatin  County,  Mount,  from  Salt  Lake 
City.  UT,  and  points  within  10  miles 
thereof,  to  points  in  California,  from 


Boise,  Twin  Falls,  and  Pocatello,  Idaho, 
and  points  within  5  miles  of  each,  to 
points  in  Nevada;  and  for  Salt  Lake  City 
and  Woods  Cross,  UT,  and  points  within 
10  miles  of  Salt  Lake  City  and  Woods 
Cross.  UT,  to  points  in  Adams, 
Washington,  Valley,  Payette,  Gem, 

Boise,  Canyon,  Ada,  Elmore,  Owyhee 
Counties,  ID,  and  Gallatin  County,  MT, 
to  Salt  Lake  City  and  Woods  Cross,  UT, 
and  points  within  10  miles  of  Salt  Lake 
City  and  Woods  Cross,  UT.  From  points 
in  Galatin  County.  MT  to  Pocatello.  ID. 
Petroleum  products,  described  in 
Appendix  XIII  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Las  Vegas.  NE,  and 
points  within  10  miles  thereof,  to  points 
in  UT.  Contaminated  and  returned 
shipments  of  the  commodities  specified 
next  above,  from  points  in  UT,  to  points 
in  Los  Angeles,  Orange,  and  Ventura 
Counties,  CA.  Anhydrous  ammonia, 
liquid  ammonium  nitrate  solution,  and 
nitric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Geneva,  UT,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  and  Wyoming, 
liquid  hydrogen,  liquid  oxygen,  and 
liquid  nitrogen,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
between  points  in  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,  and  Wyoming.  Irregular  routes: 
Liquid  oxygen,  liquid  nitrogen,  liquid 
hydrogen,  liquid  argon,  and  liquid 
helium,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Garfield  and  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  Boise 
and  Pocatello,  Idaho,  Butte  and  Billings. 
MT,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada, 

New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah, 

Washington,  and  Wyoming.  Irregular 
routes:  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  from  the  Chevron  Pipe 
Line  Terminal,  at  or  near  Pocatelli, 

Idaho,  to  points  in  Teton  County,  WY. 
Naptha,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Fredonia,  AZ,  to  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.  (1) 
Liquid  petroleum  chemicals,  from  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT.  and  points  within  10 
miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Arizona.  (2) 
liquified  petroleum  chemicals,  from 
Boise,  Twin  Falls,  Evans  and  Pocatello. 
ID,  and  points  within  5  miles  of  each,  to 
points  in  Arizona.  (3)  Petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Salt  Lake  City  and 
Woods  Cross,  UT.  and  points  within  10 
miles  of  each  to  points  in  NM:  points  in 
El  Paso,  Hudspeth.  Culberso,  Loving, 
Winkler,  Reeves,  Ward,  Jeff  Davis, 
Presidio,  Crane,  Pecos  and  Brewster 
Counties,  TX  and  those  points  in  UT  in 
and  south  of  Beaver,  Piute,  Wayne  and 
San  Juan  Counties,  UT.  (4) 
Contaminated  petroleum  and 
contaminated  petroleum  products,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  TX 
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on  or  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  277,  and  points 
in  New  Mexico,  to  Salt  Lake  City  and 
Woods  Cross,  UT  and  points  within  10 
miles  of  each.  (5)  Liquid  ammonium 
nitrate  solution  and  nitric  acid,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Geneva,  UT  to 
points  in  TX.  Subject  to  the  following 
conditions:  Transfer  at  Certificate  No. 
MC-114897  (Sub-No.  134}  may  not  be 
consummated  until  the  certificate  is 
issued.  Applicant’s  representative  is: 
William  S.  Richards,  P.O.  Box  2465,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84110.  TA  lease  is  sought. 
Transferee  holds  no  authority.  The 
operating  rights  approved  for  transfer 
following  (various  restrictions  omitted): 
Petroleum  and  Petroleum  Products  as 
described  in  Appendix  XIII  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Sparks  and  Fallon, 
Nev.,  to  points  in  Mono,  Alpine, 

Eldorado,  Placer,  Nevada,  Sierra,  Yuba, 
Plums,  Lassen,  and  Modoc  Counties, 
Calif.,  Lake,  Harney,  and  Malheur 
Counties,  Oreg.,  and  that  part  of  Idaho 
south  of  the  northern  boundaries  of 
Adams  Valley,  and  Lemhi  Counties, 
Idaho,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  From  Las  Vegas 
and  Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Nev.,  and 
points  within  10  miles  of  each,  to  Indian 
Springs  and  Indian  Springs  Air  Force 
Btse,  Nev.,  and  points  within  10  miles  of 
ea  ch;  and  Returned  or  Contaminated 
Shipments  of  next-above  described 
commodities,  from  Indian  Springs  and 
Indian  Springs  Air  Force  Base,  Nev.,  and 
points  within  10  miles  of  each,  to  Las 
Vegas  and  Nellis  Air  Force  Base,  Nev., 
and  points  within  10  miles  of  each. 
Contaminated  Shipments  of  petroleum 
and  petroleum  products  as  described  in 
Appendix  XIII  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  from  Sparks 
and  Fallon,  Nev.,  to  points  in  Alameda, 
Contra  Costa,  Sacramento,  and  Yolo 
Counties,  Calif.,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  From  points  in 
Arizona  and  Nevada  and  ports  of  entry 
at  or  near  Andrade,  Calexico,  Tecate, 
and  San  Ysidro,  Calif.,  on  the  United 
States-Mexico  boundary  line,  to  points 
in  Los  Angeles,  Orange,  and  Ventura 
Counties,  Calif.,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Petroleum 
Products,  described  in  Appendix  XIII  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Las  Vegas, 
Nev.,  and  points  within  10  miles  thereof, 
to  points  in  Arizona  and  California,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 


Contaminated  and  Returned  Shipments 
of  the  commodities  specified  next 
above,  from  points  in  Arizona, 

California,  and  Nevada,  to  points  in  Los 
Angeles,  Orange,  and  Ventura  Counties, 
Calif.,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized. 

MC-FC-79009.  By  decision  of  March  6, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  81  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  of 
Alva,  OK,  Certificate  No.  MC-146696 
(Sub-No.  2)  issued  to  Agri-Building 
System,  Inc.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  pre-engineered  metal 
buildings,  from  Houston,  TX,  to  Pools, 
Moore,  Waulcomics  and  Ponca  City,  OK 
and  Emporia,  KS.  Applicant’s 
representative  is:  Robert  J.  Jantzen,  615 
Sante  Fe,  Alva,  OK  73717.  TA  lease  is 
not  sought.  Transferee  is  not  a  carrier. 

MC-FC-79011.  By  decision  of  March 
12, 1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926 
and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  TRENTWAY-WAGAR,  INC. 
of  Certificate  Nos.  MC-126430  and  MC- 
126430  (Sub-No.  IF)  issued  to  Trentway 
Bus  Lines  Limited  authorizing  in  No. 
MC-126430  the  transportation  over 
irregular  routes  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  round  trip  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
ports  of  entry  in  the  United  States- 
Canada  Boundary  Line  located  on  or 
near  the  St.  Lawrence,  Niagara,  St. 
Mary’s,  St.  Clair  and  Detroit  Rivers  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
except  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  and  in  No. 
MC-126430  (Sub  IF),  operates  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  of  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle, 
in  round  trip  charter  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  ports  of  entry 
on  the  International  Boundary  Line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
and  extending  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Hawaii),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  passengers  originating 
at  or  destined  to  points  in  Canada, 
subject  to  the  following  conditions:  the 
grant  of  the  authority  in  MC-FC-78993 
must  be  exercised  and  the  transaction 
consummated  before  the  authority 
herein  is  exercised.  Applicants’ 
representative:  Jeremy  Kahn,  Attorney 
at  Law,  1511  K  Street,  N.W., 

Washington,  D.C.  20005. 

MC-FC-79012.  By  decision  of  March  6, 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  MERCHANTS  DELIVERY 


SYSTEMS,  INC.,  at  Orange,  CA,  of  a 
portion  of  Certificate  No.  MC-121335 
(Sub-No.  2),  issued  to  Film  Transport  Co. 
of  Cat,  Inc.,  of  Los  Angeles,  CA 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  general 
commodities  (except  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  commodities  of  unusual 
value,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  motor  vehicles), 
between  Desert  Hot  Springs,  Yucaipa, 
Joshua  Tree,  Yucca  Valley,  and  Twenty- 
Nine  Palms,  CA,  and  those  points  in  that 
part  of  California  on  and  within  a 
boundary  line  beginning  at  the  junction 
of  California  Hwy.  1  and  California 
Hwy.  27  at  the  shoreline  of  the  Pacific 
Ocean,  then  north  along  California  Hwy. 
27  to  its  junction  with  the  northern 
boundary  of  Los  Angeles,  CA,  then 
north  and  east  along  the  Los  Angeles 
city  limits  to  its  junction  with  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  boundary,  then 
east  along  the  southern  boundaries  of 
the  Angeles  and  San  Bernardino 
National  Forests’  boundaries  to  the  San 
Bernardino-Riverside  Counties 
boundary  near-Beaumont,  CA,  then  east 
along  said  county  boundary  to 
California  Hwy.  62,  then  south  along 
California  Hwy.  62  to  its  junction  with 
interstate  Hwy.  10,  then  east  along 
Interstate  Hwy.  10  to  its  juction  with 
California  Hwy.  Ill  at  or  near 
Coachella,  CA,  then  south  along 
California  Hwy.  11  to  its  junction  with 
California  Hwy.  115  at  or  near 
Calipatria,  Ca,  then  south  along 
California  Hwy.  115  to  its  junction  with 
Interstate  Hwy.  8  at  or  near  Holtville. 

CA,  then  east  along  Interstate  Hwy.  8  to 
its  junction  with  California  Hwy.  98, 
then  south  approximately  2  miles  along 
an  imaginary  line  to  its  junction  with  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Mexico,  then  west 
along  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Mexico 
to  the  shoreline  of  the  Pacific  Ocean, 
thence  northwest  along  the  shoreline  of 
the  Pacific  Ocean  to  the  points  of 
beginning.  Applicant’s  representative  is: 
Fred  H.  Mackansen,  2029  Century  Park 
East,  Suite  4150,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90067. 
TA  lease  is  not  sought.  Transferee  is  not 
a  carrier. 

MC-FC-79013.  By  decision  of  March  9, 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  WLD  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  of  Phoenix,  AZ,  of  Permit 
No.  MC-143910  (Sub-No.  4)  issued  11/7/ 
80  to  New  Hampshire  Continental 
Express,  Inc.,  of  Manchester,  NH, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  (1) 
foodstuffs  and  materials,  equipment  and 
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supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2) 
commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which  are  exempt  from  regulation  under 
the  provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  §  10526 
(formerly  section  203(b)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act),  in  mixed  loads  with  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  (A)  between 
Salinas,  Gilroy,  San  Francisco,  Vacaville 
and  San  Fernando,  CA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama, 
Georgia,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa. 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 

Maryland,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  New  Jersey,  Nebraska, 
Oklahoma,  Ohio,  New  York,  Oregon, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  and  Washington;  (B) 
between  Baltimore,  MD,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Alabama,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana. 

Florida,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Mississippi,  Ohio,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia, 
and  Wisconsin;  (C)  between  South  Bend 
and  Bremen,  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Arizona, 

Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Connecticut,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maryland,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Massachusetts,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada. 
New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee, 
Utah,  Washington,  West  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming;  (D)  from 
Atlanta,  GA  to  points  in  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
Virginia,  Maryland,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  (E)  between  Baltimore, 
MD,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Virginia,  New  Jersey, 

Delaware,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Maine, 
Rhode  Island,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  McCormick 
&  Company,  Inc.,  of  Hunt  Valley,  MD. 
Applicants’  representative:  Phil  B. 
Hammond.  3003  N.  Cemtral,  Suite  2201, 
Phoenix,  AZ  85012.  TA  lease  authority  is 
sought.  Transferee  holds  authority  under 
docket  number  MC-148445. 

MC-FC-79042.  By  decision  of  March 

29. 1981  issued  under  29  U.S.C.  10926 
.  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  BRISA  TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION,  of  Miami,  FL,  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-142038  (Sub-No.  1), 
issued  November  25, 1977,  to  DARIO 
GUERRA,  D/B/A  DARIO  GUERRA’S 
TRANSFER,  of  Miami,  FL,  authorizing 
the  transportation,  over  irregular  routes. 


of  general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
cement,  and  motor  vehicles),  in  shipper- 
owned  trades,  between  points  in  that 
part  of  Dade  County,  FL,  south  of  the 
Broward  County  line  to  its  intersection 
with  State  Road  27,  then  on  and  east  of 
State  Road  27  to  its  intersection  with 
State  Road  94,  then  on  and  north  of 
State  Road  94  and  its  easterly  extension 
known  as  North  Kendall  Drive  or  S.W. 
88th  Street  to  the  waters  of  Biscayne 
Bay  and  west  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean, 
restricted  to  a  transportation  of 
shipments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water.  Applicants’ 
representative:  Jorge  L.  Brito,  c/o  Brisa 
Transport  Corp.,  7675  N.W.  66th  Street, 
Miami.  FL  33166. 

Note. — Application  for  TA  has  not  been 
filed.  Transferee  holds  no  authority  from  this 
Commission. 

MC-FC-79048.  By  decision  of  March 

16, 1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10924 
and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1133, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  FIRST  TRAVEL  SERVICE, 
INC.,  of  Worthington,  OH  of  License  No. 
MC-1 30153  issued  May  24, 1972  to  First 
National  Bank  of  Mansfield,  OH  D/B/A 
First  National  Bank  travel  Service, 
Mansfield,  OH  authorizing  the 
operations  as  a  motor  carrier  at 
Mansfield.  OH  to  transport  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  all-expense 
roundtrip  tours,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Richland  County,  OH  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii).  Applicants’ 
representative  is:  Gerald  P.  Wadrowski, 
85  East  Gay  Street,  Columbia,  OH  43215. 
Transferee  holds  no  authority. 

MC-FC-79049.  By  decision  of  March 

16, 1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10931  or 
10932  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R. 
1132,  Review  Board  Number  3  approved 
the  transfer  to  GEORGE  C. 
COLARULLO,  JR„  of  Lexington,  MA  of 
Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC-99014 
(Sub-No.  20),  issued  January  17, 1964  to 
Black  &  White  Transportation  Service, 
Inc.,  Lexington,  MA  evidencing  a  right  to 
engage  in  transportation  of  general 
commodities  between  points  in 
Massachusetts,  in  interstate  commerce 
corresponding  in  scope  to  Irregular  route 
common  carrier  Certificate  No.  2003 
dated  January  11, 1954  issued  by  the 
Massachusetts  Department  of  Public 
Utilities  subject  to  the  following 
conditions:  A  copy  of  the  State  order 
approving  the  transfer  of  the 
corresponding  State  rights  must  be 
furnished  when  it  is  available. 


Applicants’  representative  is:  James  E. 
Mahoney,  148  State  Street.  Boston.  MA 
02109.  Transferee  holds  no  authority.  No 
TA  lease  has  been  filed. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

ire  Doc.  81-10332  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Finance  Application; 
Decision  Notice 

As  indicated  by  the  findings  below, 
the  Commission  has  approved  the 
following  applications  filed  under  49 
U.S.C.  10924, 10926, 10931  and  10932. 

We  find: 

Each  transaction  is  exempt  from 
section  11343  (formerly  Section  5)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  and  complies 
with  the  appropriate  transfer  rules. 

This  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

Petitions  seeking  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
this  publication.  Replies  must  be  filed 
within  20  days  after  the  final  date  for 
filing  petitions  for  reconsiderations;  any 
interested  person  may  file  and  serve  a 
reply  upon  the  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Petitions  which  do  not  comply  with  the 
relevant  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132.4 
may  be  rejected. 

If  petitions  for  reconsideration  are  not 
timely  filed,  and  applicants  satisfy  the 
conditions,  if  any,  which  have  been 
imposed,  the  application  is  granted  and 
they  will  receive  an  effective  notice.  The 
notice  will  indicate  that  consummation 
of  the  transfer  will  be  presumed  to  occur 
on  the  20th  day  following  service  of  the 
notice,  unless  either  applicant  has 
advised  the  Commission  that  the 
transfer  will  not  be  consummated  or 
that  an  extension  of  time  for 
consummation  is  needed.  The  notice 
will  also  recite  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  met  before 
the  transferee  may  commence 
operations. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  any 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  following 
decision-notices  within  30  days  after 
publication,  or  within  any  approved 
extension  period.  Otherwise,  the 
decision-notice  shall  have  no  further 
effect. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  Number 
5,  Members  Krock,  Taylor,  and  Williams. 

MC-FC-78882.  By  decision  of 
February  4, 1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R. 
1132,  Review  Board  Number  5  approved 
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the  transfer  to  RICHARD  L.  SEIGMAN 
of  Permit  No.  MC-112736  issued  October 
24, 1951,  to  Griffith  E.  Seignman 
(Richard  L.  Seignman  Executor), 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  (1) 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
mail  order  houses,  over  irregular  routes, 
From  York,  PA,  to  points  in  Maryland 
within  35  miles  of  York,  and  (2)  damage, 
defective,  and  traded-in  merchandise, 
over  irregular  routes,  From  points  in 
Maryland  within  35  miles  of  York,  PA,  to 
York,  PA,  under  contract(s)  with  Sears, 
Roebuck  and  Co.  of  York,  PA. 

Applicants’  representative:  Nevin  J. 
Trout,  101  South  Duke  Street,  York,  PA 
17403,  (217)  845-2757. 

MC-FC-78975,  February  19, 1981. 
Transferee:  ABLE  TRANSIT,  INC.,  600 
W.  Church  St.,  Newark,  OH  43055. 
Transferor:  REED  LINES,  INC.,  634 
Ralston  Ave.,  Definance,  OH  43512. 
Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  E. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215.  By 
decision  of  February,  1981  issued  under 
49  U.S.C.  10926,  Review  Board  Number  5 
approved  the  transfer  of  operating  rights 
of  Transferor  as  set  forth  in  Certificate 
MC-119632  Sub  107F,  issued  July  7, 1980, 
as  follows:  fiberglass  material  and 
fiberglass  products,  fibrous  glass 
mineral  wool  products,  fibrous  glass 
textile  materials,  fibrous  glass  textile 
products,  plastic  materials  and  plastic 
products  (except  plastic  bottles)  and 
materials,  and  supplies,  machinery  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacturing 
and  packaging  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  tank  hopper, 
or  dump  vehicles)  over  irregular  routes, 
between  the  facilities  of  Owens-Coming 
Fiberglass  located  in  Licking  Co.,  OH 
and  Barrington,  N]  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  NY 
on  and  west  of  Interstate  81,  PA  and 
WV.  Transferee  is  is  a  non-carrier. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority. 

Republication 

MC-FC-78976.  By  decision  of 
February  13, 1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10976  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 
1132  Review  Board  Number  5  approved 
the  transfer  to  PUBLIC  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  of  Worth,  IL,  of  Certificates  No. 
MC-143678  (Sub-No.  2  and  3)  issued 
October  27, 1978  and  September  11, 1979 
to  Paul  Nicklaus,  d/b/a/  Nick’s 
Trucking,  of  Bellevue,  NE,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  precast  and 
prestressed  concrete  products,  from  the 
facilities  of  Wilson  Concrete  Company 
at  or  near  La  Platte  and  Bellevue,  NE  to 
points  in  IA,  Concrete  products  from  the 
facilities  of  Wilson  Concrete  Co.,  at  or 
near  Washington  and  Buffalo,  IA,  to 
points  in  IL  and  MO,  and  steel  articles, 


from  points  in  IL  to  the  facilities  of 
Wilson  Concrete  Co.,  at  or  near 
Washington  and  Buffalo,  IA.  Applicant’s 
representative  is:  Marshall  D.  Becker, 
Suite  610,  717  Mercy  Road,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  TA  lease  is  not  sought. 

Transferee  holds  authority  under  MC- 
141367.  Republish  to  correct  errors  in 
Federal  Register  Publication  of  March 
18, 1981. 

MC-FC-78984.  By  decision  of  Feb.  23, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  5  approved  the 
transfer  to  BALVANZ  TRUCKING,  INC., 
of  Hubbard,  IA,  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
133635  (Sub-No.  2)  issued  March  10, 1970 
to  Marvin  W.  Lepper  of  Radcliffe,  I  A, 
authorizing  the  transportation  by 
irregular  routes  of  tractor  wheels,  wheel 
rims,  and  related  mounting  hardware, 
hubs,  and  clamps,  from  Plainfield,  IL,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 

South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  and 
Wisconsin,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Applicant’s 
representative  is:  Mr.  Kenneth  F. 

Dudley,  P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa,  IA 
52501. 

MC-FC-79006.  By  decision  of 
February  27, 1981  issued  under  the 
transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132,  Review 
Board  Number  5  approved  the  transfer 
to  GADABOUT  TOURS,  INC.  of 
Haledon,  NJ  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
130639F  issued  October  9, 1980  to  A-Z 
TOURS,  INC.  of  Mine  Hill,  NJ 
authorizing  operations  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  broker,  at  Mine 
Hill,  North  Haledon,  Pine  Brook  and 
East  Hillstone,  NJ,  in  arranging  for  the 
transportation  by  motor  vehicle  of 
passengers  and  their  baggages  in  special 
or  charter  operations,  between  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  or 
Hawaii)  subject  to  the  following 
conditions:  if  any.  Applicants' 
representative:  Ronald  Shapps,  450 
Seventh  Avenue,  New  York,  NY  10123. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10333  Filed  4-3-fll;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Finance  Applications; 
Decision-Notice 

As  indicated  by  the  findings  below, 
the  Commission  has  approved  the 
following  applications  filed  under  49 
U.S.C.  10924, 10926, 10931  and  10932. 

We  find 

Each  transaction  is  exempt  from 
section  11343  (formerly  Section  5)  of  the 


Interstate  Commerce  Act,  and  complies 
with  the  appropriate  transfer  rules. 

This  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

Petitions  seeking  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
this  publication.  Replies  must  be  filed 
within  20  days  after  the  final  date  for 
filing  petitions  for  reconsiderations;  any 
interested  person  may  file  and  serve  a 
reply  upon  the  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Petitions  which  do  not  comply  with  the 
relevant  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132.4 
may  be  rejected. 

If  petitions  for  reconsideration  are  not 
timely  filed,  and  applicants  satisfy  the 
conditions,  if  any,  which  have  been 
imposed,  the  application  is  granted  and 
they  will  receive  an  effective  notice.  The 
notice  will  indicate  that  consummation 
of  the  transfer  will  be  presumed  to  occur 
on  the  20th  day  following  service  of  the 
notice,  unless  either  applicant  has 
advised  the  Commission  that  the 
transfer  will  not  be  consummated  or 
that  an  extension  of  time  for 
consummation  is  needed.  The  notice 
will  also  recite  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  met  before 
the  transferee  may  commence 
operations. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  any 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  following 
decision-notices  within  30  days  after 
publication,  or  within  any  approved 
extension  period.  Otherwise,  the 
decision-notice  shall  have  no  further 
effect. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  The  Motor  Carrier  Board,  Members  Krock, 
Joyce  and  Dowell. 

MC-FC-79044.  By  decision  of  March 
13, 1981,  issued  under  U.S.C.  10931  or 
10932  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 
1132,  Review  Board  Number  3  approved 
the  transfer  to  Joseph  Kasparian  d.b.a. 
Walco  Moving  Systems,  of  Quincy,  MA 
of  Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC- 
51239  (Sub  2)  issued  to  Littlefield 
Express,  Inc.,  of  evidencing  a  right  to 
engage  in  transportation  in  interstate 
commerce  corresponding  in  scope  to 
Certificate  No.  1033  dated  7/16/47 
issued  by  The  Massachusetts 
Department  of  Public  Utilities, 
authorizing  general  commodities, 
between  points  in  Massachusetts 
subject  to  the  following  condition: 
transferee  must  furnish  evidence 
showing  that  the  underlying  intrastate 
rights  have  been  transferred  to  it. 
Applicant  representative  is:  John  F. 
O’Donnell,  60  Adams  St.,  P.O.  Box  238, 
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Milton,  MA  02187.  TA  lease  is  not 
sought.  Transferee  is  not  a  carrier. 

MC-FC-79045.  By  decision  of  March  6, 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132  Review 
Board  Number  3  approved  the  transfer 
to  Michael  Till  dba  Till  Trucking  of 
Cascade,  IA  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
126473  Sub  18  issued  August  28, 1973  to 
Harold  Dickey  Transport  Inc.,  of 
Packwood,  IA  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packing  houses  as 
described  in  Section  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Tama  Meat  Packing  Corporation  at 
Tama,  IA,  to  points  CA,  CO,  FL,  GA,  IL, 
IN,  KY,  MI,  MO,  NE,  NY,  NJ,  ND,  OH, 
SD,  TN,  TX,  and  WI.  Applicant’s 
representative  is:  Kenneth  F.  Dudley, 
Ottumwa  Municipal  Airport,  P.O.  Box 
279,  Ottumwa,  IA  52501. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10352  Filed  4-3-61;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Volume  No.  OP5-060] 

Permanent  Authority  Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-6725,  at  page  14987,  in 
the  issue  of  Tuesday,  March  3, 1981,  on 
page  14996,  the  last  column,  the  fourth 
full  paragraph,  designated  as  “MC 
105808  (Sub-13)”,  the  tenth  line,  correct 
“MY”  to  read  “NY”. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.247. 
Special  Rule  247  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  3, 1980.  at  45  FR 
45539.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.247(B).  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant’s 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 


Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficent 
interest  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant's 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract". 

Volume  No.  OP2-052 

Decided:  March  31, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Taylor. 

MC  145072  (Sub-49)  (correction)  filed 
January  6, 1981,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  February  5, 1981,  and 
republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue: 
Applicant:  M.  S.  CARRIERS,  INC.,  1797 


Florida  St.,  Memphis,  TN  38109. 
Representative:  Michael  S.  Starnes 
(same  as  applicant),  (901)  774-2940. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail  and  chain 
discount  stores  and  wholesale  food 
houses,  between  points  in  AL,  AR,  CA, 
CT,  DE,  FL,  GA.  IL,  IN,  IA.  KY.  KS,  LA, 
MD,  MA,  ML  MN,  MS,  MO,  NJ,  NC.  NY. 
OH.  OK,  PA,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VA,  WV  and 
WI. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  correct  the  commodity  description. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10346  Filed  4-3-81.  8.45  am) 

BILLING  COOE  7035-01-M 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9. 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant's  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission's  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission's  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 
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In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract”. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3026 

Decided  March  25, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 
(Member  Williams  not  participating.) 

MC  2245  (Sub-16),  filed  March  18, 

1981.  Applicant:  THE  O.  K.  TRUCKING 
CO.,  3000  E.  Crescentville  Rd., 

Cincinnati,  OH  45241.  Representative: 
Robert  H.  Kinker,  314  West  Main  St., 

P.O.  Box  464,  Frankfort,  KY  40602,  (502) 
223-8244.  Over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives),  (1) 
between  Indianapolis,  IN,  and  Kansas 
City,  MO,  from  Indianapolis  over  U.S. 
Hwy  36  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  24,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  24  to  Kansas  City,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (2)  between 
Indianapolis,  IN,  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  70,  (3)  between 
Louisville,  KY,  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  64,  (4)  between  Chicago, 
IL,  and  Evansville,  IN,  over  U.S.  Hwy  41, 
(5)  between  Toledo,  OH,  and  Green  Bay, 
WI,  from  Toledo  over  U.S.  Hwy  20  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  90.  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  90  to  Madison,  WI,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  151  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
41,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  41  to  Green  Bay, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  (6) 
between  Green  Bay,  WI,  and  St.  Louis, 
MO,  from  Green  Bay  over  U.S.  Hwy  141, 
to  Milwaukee,  WI,  then  over  Wisconsin 


Hwy  15,  to  Beloit,  WI,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  51  to  Bloomington,  IL,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  55,  to  St.  Louis,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (7)  between 
Rockford,  IL,  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  from 
Rockford  over  Illinois  Hwy  2  to  junction 
Illinois  Hwy  88,  then  over  Illinois  Hwy 
88  to  junction  Illinois  Hwy  5,  then  over 
Illinois  Hwy  5  to  Rock  Island,  IL,  then 
over  Illinois  Hwy  92  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  280,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  280,  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  61,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  61,  to  St.  Louis,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (8)  between 
Chicago,  IL,  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  from 
Chicago  over  Interstate  Hwy  55,  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  6,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
6,  to  Rock  Island,  IL,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
67,  to  St.  Louis,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (9)  between  Madison,  WI,  and 
Fond  du  Lac,  WI,  from  Madison  over 
Interstate  Hwy  94,  to  Milwaukee,  WI, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  41,  to  Fond  du  Lac, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  (10) 
between  Rock  Island  and  Lincoln,  IL, 
from  Rock  Island  over  U.S.  Hwy  6  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  74,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  74,  to  Peoria,  IL,  then 
over  Illinois  Hwy  121,  to  Lincoln,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (11)  between 
Peru,  IL,  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  24  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  61,  from  Peru  over 
Illinois  Hwy  29,  to  Peoria,  IL,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  24  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  61, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  (12) 
between  Burlington,  IA,  and  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  136,  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  61, 
from  Burlington  over  U.S.  Hwy  34  to 
Galesburg,  IL,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy 
74,  to  Peoria,  IL,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  24 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  136,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  136  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  61,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (13)  between 
Decatur  and  Effingham,  IL,  from  Decatur 
over  Interstate  Hwy  72  to  Champaign, 

IL,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  57,  to 
Effingham,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  and  (14)  in  connection  with  routes 
(1)  through  (13)  serving  Jefferson,  MO, 
points  in  Mercer,  Lawrence,  Butler, 
Beaver,  and  Westmoreland  counties, 

PA,  and  Dane,  Rock,  Jefferson, 
Walworth,  Racine,  Kenosha,  Waukesha, 
Milwaukee,  Fond  du  Lac,  Kewaunee, 
Brown,  Manitowoc,  Winnebago, 
Calumet,  Sheboygan,  Dodge, 
Washington,  Columbia,  Ozaukee,  and 
Outagamie  Counties,  WI,  and  Points  in 
IL,  IN,  and  OH,  as  off-routes  points. 

Note. — Applioant  intends  to  tack  and 
interline  this  authority  with  its  existing 
regular  route  authority. 

MC  2304  (Sub-47),  filed  March  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  THE  KAPLAN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
6600  Bessemer  Ave.,  Cleveland,  OH 
44127.  Representative:  James  M.  Burtch, 
100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215, 


(614)  228-1541.  Transporting  rubber  and 
plastic  products,  between  points  in 
Oakland  County,  MI,  Chambers  County, 
AL,  Frederick  County,  DE,  Muscatine 
County,  IA,  and  Oklahoma  County,  OK, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  2304  (Sub-48),  filed  March  17, 

1981.  Applicant:  THE  KAPLAN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  6600  Bessemer  Ave., 
Cleveland,  OH  44127.  Representative: 
James  M.  Burtch,  100  E.  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215  (614)-228-1541. 
Transporting  metal  products,  between 
points  in  Cook  and  Peoria  Counties,  IL, 
Montgomery  County,  IN  and  Grayson 
County,  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  3245  (Sub-1),  filed  February  27, 
1981.  Applicant:  KENNETH  W. 
SARGENT,  d.b.a.  ADA-FARGO  TRUCK 
LINE;  605  E.  2nd  Ave.,  Ada,  MN  56510. 
Representative:  Kenneth  W.  Sargent 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Cass  County,  ND,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Clay  and  Norman  Counties,  MN. 

MC  8214  (Sub-7),  filed  March  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  PORT  JERSEY 
TRANSPORTATION,  2  Colony  Rd., 
Jersey  City,  NJ  07305.  Representative: 
Charles  J.  Williams,  P.O.  Box  186,  Scotch 
Plains,  NJ  07076  (201)  322-5030. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses,  between  points  in 
CT,  DE,  ME,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  and 
RI. 

MC  26825  (Sub-59),  filed  March  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  ANDREWS  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1609,  Norfolk,  NE 
68701.  Representative:  Jack  L.  Shultz, 
P.O.  Box  68501,  Lincoln,  NE  68501  (402)- 
475-6761.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in 
Galveston  County,  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  48374  (Sub-10),  filed  March  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  FERNSTROM 
STORAGE  AND  VAN  COMPANY, . 
Rosemont,  IL  60666.  Representative: 
Andrew  R.  Clark,  1600  TCF  Tower, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402  (612)  333-1341. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  the 
International  Business  Machines 
Corporation,  of  Armonk,  NY. 

MC  60014  (Sub-207),  filed  March  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  AERO  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  Box  308,  Monoreville.  PA  15146. 
Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  E. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215,  (614) 
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228-1541.  Transporting  metal  products, 
between  points  in  Leon  County,  TX, 
Madison  County,  NE,  and  Box  Elder 
Country,  UT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  61825  (Sub-140),  filed  March  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  V.  C. 
DRIVE,  P.O.  Box  385  Collinsville,  VA 
24078.  Representative:  Jone  D.  Stone 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (703)  638- 
8851.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  of  Brockway 
Glass  Company,  Inc.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  IA,  KS,  MN,  MO,  OK, 
and  TX. 

MC  67234  (Sub-41),  filed  March  9, 

1981.  Applicant:  UNITED  VAN  LINES, 
INC.,  one  United  Drive,  Fenton,  MO 
63026.  Representative:  B.  W.  LaTourette, 
Jr.,  11  S.  Meramec,  Suite  1400,  St.  Louis, 
MO  63105,  (314)  727-0777.  Transporting 
Furniture  and  fixtures,  between  the 
facilities  of  Carter-Hoffman 
Corporation,  in  Lake  County,  IL,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  69024  (Sub-6),  filed  March  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  H.  B.  RUSSELL  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  INC.,  104  Orange  St.,  Red 
Bud,  IL  62278.  Representative:  Floyd 
Stellhorn  (6ame  address  as  applicant), 
(618)  282-3206.  Transporting  (1)  food  and 
related  products,  and  (2)  cleaning, 
scouring,  and  washing  compounds, 
between  points  in  Perry  County,  MO, 
and  Randolph  County,  IL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  97255  (Sub-8),  filed  March  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  SOUTH  WHITLEY 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  606  East  Front 
St.,  South  Whitley,  IN  46787. 
Representative:  Alki  El  Scopelitis,  1301 
Merchants  Plaza.  Indianapolis,  IN  46204, 
(317)-638-1301.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  Allen, 
Elkhart,  Fulton,  Huntington,  Kosciusko, 
Marshall,  Pulaski,  Wabash,  and  Whitley 
Counties,  IN. 

Note.  Applicant  relies  on  a  traffic  study  in 
lieu  of  supporting  shippers 

MC  107295  (Sub-1024),  filed  March  12. 
1981.  Applicant:  PRF.-FAB  TRANSIT 
CO.,  P.O.  Box  146,  Farmer  City,  IL  61842. 
Representative:  Duane  Zehr  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (309)  928-2141. 
Transporting  iron  pipe  fittings  and 
valves,  between  points  in  Harris 
County,  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  AL,  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
FL,  GA,  KS,  LA,  MS,  MO,  NC,  NM,  OK, 
SC,  UT.  and  WY. 


MC  113974  (Sub-75),  filed  March  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  PITTSBURGH  &  NEW 
ENGLAND  TRUCKING  CO.,  a 
corporation,  211  Washington  Ave., 
Dravosburg,  PA  15034.  Representative: 
James  D.  Porterfield  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (412)  461-5100.  Transporting 
clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
between  points  in  Windsor  and  Rutland 
Counties,  VT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  IA, 
KY,  LA,  MN,  MS,  NC,  SC,  TN,  WV,  WI, 
and  DC. 

MC  115944  (Sub-11),  filed  March  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  COLORADO  PACIFIC 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  d.b.a.  ColPac,  Inc., 
8190  W.  24th  Place,  Lakewood,  CO 
80215.  Representative:  Ivan  L.  Nielson, 
5080  McIntyre  St.,  Golden,  CO  80401, 
(303)-279-3732.  Transporting  (1)  malt 
beverages,  between  points  in  Jefferson 
County,  CO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  ID,  IA,  LA,  MS, 
MO.  MT,  NE,  NV,  OK,  TN,  TX,  WA  and 
points  in  AZ  (except  Douglas,  Mesa, 
Phoenix,  Flagstaff,  Yuma,  Tucson, 
Kingman,  Safford,  Globe,  Prescott  and 
Parker  Counties);  and  (2)  empty 
beverage  containers,  between  points  in 
Jefferson  County,  CO,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AZ,  AR,  ID, 
IA,  LA,  MS,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NV.  OK,  TN, 
TX  and  WA. 

MC  116544  (Sub-247),  filed  March  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  ALTRUK  FRIGHT 
SYSTEMS  INC.,  1703  Embarcadero  Rd., 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303.  Representative: 
Richard  G.  Lougee,  P.O.  Box  10061,  Palo 
Alto,  CA  94303,  (415)  856-0117. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Hopkins  County,  TX, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AR,  CO,  KS,  LA,  MO,  and  NM. 

MC  121654  (Sub-43),  filed  March  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  COASTAL 
TRANSPORT  &  TRADING  CO.,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  7438,  Savannah, 
GA  31408.  Representative:  Bruce  E. 
Mitchell,  3390  Peachtree  Road,  NE.,  5th 
Floor,  Lenox  Towers  South,  Atlanta,  GA 
30326,  (404)  262-7855.  Transporting 
building  materials,  between  the 
facilities  of  CertainTeed  Corporation,  at 
points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  126844  (Sub-96),  filed  March  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  R.D.S.  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  1713  North  Main  Rd.,  Vineland,  NJ 
08360.  Representative:  Kenneth  F. 
Dudley,  P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa,  IA 
52501,  (515)  682-8154.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between  points  in 
the  U.S. 

Note. — Issuance  of  this  Certificate  is 
subject  to  prior  or  coincidental  cancellation, 
at  applicant's  written  request,  of  Certificate 
No.  MC  126844  Sub  87F. 


MC  126844  (Sub-97),  filed  March  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  R.D.S.  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  1713  North  Main  Rd.,  Vineland,  NJ 
08360.  Representative:  Kenneth  F. 

Dudley,  P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa,  IA 
52501,  (515)  682-8154.  Transporting  (1) 
malt  beverages,  and  (2)  empty  beverage 
containers,  between  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  MT,  WY,  CO,  and 
NM. 

MC  128095  (Sub-42),  filed  March  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  IBCO  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1402,  Tupelo,  MS  38801. 
Representative:  Donald  B.  Morrison, 

P.O.  Box  22628,  Jackson,  MS  39205,  (601) 
948-8820.  Transporting  furniture  and 
fixtures,  between  Chicago,  IL,  and 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  KY,  LA,  MS, 

NC,  OK,  SC  TN,  and  TX. 

MC  133405  (Sub-15),  filed  March  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  BOWIE  HALL 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1470, 

LaPlata,  MD  20646.  Representative: 
Daniel  B.  Johnson,  4304  East-West 
Highway,  Washington,  DC  20014,  (301) 
654-2240.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  Williamsburg,  VA 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Atlantic  County,  NJ. 

MC  134405  (Sub-104),  filed  March  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  BACON  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  1134,  Ardmore, 

OK  73401.  Representative:  Wilburn  L. 
Williamson,  Suite  615,  East,  The  Oil 
Center,  2601  Northwest  Expressway, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112,  (405)  848- 
7946.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  of  Owens-Coming 
Fiberglass  Corporation,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  135444  (Sub-8),  filed  March  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  SOUTHERN  OHIO 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3585  Hamilton 
Trenton  Rd.,  Hamilton,  OH  45011. 
Representative:  Earl  N.  Merwin,  85  East 
Gay  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215,  (614)  224- 
3161.  Transporting  pulp,  paper, and 
related  products,  between  points  in  MD, 
MI,  OH,  VA,  and  WV. 

MC  135684  (Sub-167),  filed  March  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  BASS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  391,  Flemington,  NJ  08822. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  818 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20006,  (202J-331-1174.  Transporting 
building  materials,  between  Houston, 
TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CA,  CO,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  MI. 

MN,  MO.  NE,  NY,  OH,  PA,  WV,  WI.  TN, 
DE,  MD,  NJ.  AR,  OK,  VA,  CT,  MS,  RI, 
VT,  NH,  ME  and  DC;  and  (2)  machinery, 
between  Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other.  New  York,  NY  and 
Los  Angeles,  CA. 


20616 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  65  /  Monday,  April  6,  1981  /  Notices 


MC  135874  (Sub-176),  filed  March  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  LTL  PERISHABLES, 
INC.,  550  E.  5th  St.,  South,  South  St. 

Paul,  MN  55075.  Representative:  Randy 
Busse  (same  address  as  applicant),  (612) 
457-7600.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
retail  stores,  between  points  in  IA,  IN, 

IL.  KS,  MI,  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE,  ND,  SD, 
and  WI. 

MC  138104  (Sub-104),  filed  March  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  MOORE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  3509  N. 
Grove  St.,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76106. 
Representative:  Benard  H.  English,  6270 
Firth  Rd.,  Forth  Worth,  TX  76116,  (817) 
731-8431.  Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel 
articles,  and  (2)  pipe,  between  the 
facilities  of  Forth  Worth  Pipe  &  Supply, 
in  Taylor,  Tarrant,  Midland,  and 
Wichita  Counties,  TX,  and  Morgan 
County,  CO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  CA,  CO,  KS,  LA 
MT,  ND.  NE,  NM,  OK,  SD,  TX,  UT,  and 
WY. 

MC  138104  (Sub-105),  filed  March  12, 
1981.  Applicant  MOORE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  3509  N. 
Grove  St.,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76106. 
Representative:  Benard  H.  English,  6270 
Firth  Rd.,  Forth  Worth,  TX  76116,  (817) 
731-8431.  Transporting  building 
materials,  between  the  facilities  of 
CertainTeed  Corporation,  at  points  in 
Dallas  County,  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  CO,  KS, 
LA.  MS,  MO,  NM,  and  OK. 

MC  138875  (Sub-291),  filed  March  16. 
1981.  Applicant:  SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
11900  Franklin  Rd.,  Boise,  ID  83709. 
Representative:  Patricia  A.  Russell 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (208)  376- 
5757.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  ID,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CA,  GA,  NC, 
OR,  TX,  and  VA. 

MC  138875  (Sub-292),  filed  March  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
11900  Franklin  Rd.,  Boise,  ID  83709. 
Representative:  Patricia  A.  Russell 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (208)  376- 
5757.  Transporting  (1)  rubber  products, 
and  (2)  flammable  solids,  between 
points  in  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OP4-3027 

Decided:  March  25, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams 
(member  Williams  not  participating). 

MC  140484  (Sub-88),  filed  March  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  LESTER  COGGINS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  69.  Fort 
Myers,  FL  33902.  Representative:  Frank 


T.  Day  (same  addrss  as  applicant),  (813) 
334-4517.  Transporting  non-alcoholic 
beverages,  (1)  between  points  in 
Chattahoochee  County,  GA  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Charlotte,  Collier,  and  Lee  Counties,  FL, 
and  (2)  between  points  in  Charlotte, 
Collier,  Hillsbourough,  Lee,  Manatee, 
Orange,  Pinellas,  Polk,  and  Sarasota 
Counties,  FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  GA. 

MC  140484  (Sub-89),  filed  March  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  LESTER  COGGINS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  69,  Fort 
Myers,  FI  33902.  Representative:  Frank 

T.  Day  (same  address  as  applicant), 

(813)  334-4517.  Transporting  food  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  the 

U. S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Swift  Independent  Packing  Company,  of 
Chicago,  IL. 

MC  142064  (Sub-4),  filed  March  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  CAROLINA  CARET 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O,  Box  6, 
Williamston,  SC  29697.  Representative: 
Mitchell  King,  Jr„  P.O.  Box  1628, 
Greenville.  SC  29602,  (803)  286-9300. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Riegel 
Textile  Corporation,  of  Ware  Shoals, 

SC. 

MC  142655  (Sub-2),  filed  March  9. 

1981.  Applicant:  BAKER  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  678,  Hartseiie,  AL  35640, 
Representative:  M,  Bruce  Morgan,  100 
Roesler  Rd.,  Suite  200,  Glen  Burnie,  MD 
21061.  (301)  761-2580.  Transporting 
general  commodities,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  St.  Regis  Paper  Company,  of  New 
York,  NY. 

MC  143154  (Sub-10),  filed  March  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  A  8t  S  TRUCKING,  P.O, 
Box  4027,  Missoula,  MT  59806. 
Representative;  Charles  A.  Murray,  Jr„ 
2822  Third  Ave.  N.,  Billings,  MT  59101, 
(406)  252-4165.Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  or  distributors  of  solar 
panels  and  heaters,  between  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  144964  (Sub-5),  filed  March  lft, 
1981.  Applicant:  ESSEX  EXPRESS, 
INCORPORATED,  1200  Hammondville 
Rd..  Pompano  Beach,  FL  33060. 
Representative:  Don  A.  Allen,  2550  M 
St.,  Washington,  DC  20037,  (202)  457- 
6495.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Haven 
County,  CT  and  Erie  County,  NY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in 
Fulton  County,  GA  and  Dade, 
Hillsborough,  Orange,  Marion,  and 
Broward  Counties,  FL 


MC  144964  (Sub-6),  filed  March  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  ESSEX  EXPRESS, 
INCORPORATED,  1200  Hammondville 
Rd.,  Pompano  Beach,  FL  33060. 
Representative:  Don  A.  Allen,  2550  M 
St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20037,  (202) 
457-6495.  Transporting  juice,  between 
points  in  Orange,  Lake,  Polk,  and  St. 

Lucie  Counties,  FL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Hudson  County,  NJ. 

MC  144964  (Sub-7),  Bled  March  16, 

1981.  Applicant:  ESSEX  EXPRESS, 
INCORPORATED,  1200  Hammondville 
Rd.,  Pompano  Beach,  FL  33060. 
Representative:  Don  A.  Allen,  2550  M 
St.,  Washington,  DC  20037,  (202)  457- 
6495.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  PA,  N],  DE,  and  MD, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  GA  and  FL. 

MC  145054  (Sub-44),  filed  March  16, 
1961.  Applicant:  COORS 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  5101 
York  St.,  Denver,  CO  80216. 
Representative:  Leslie  R.  Kehl,  1660 
Lincoln  St.,  Suite  1600,  Denver,  CO 
30264,  (303)  861-4028.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 
CA,  CO,  IL,  and  TX. 

MC  145494  (Sub-9),  filed  March  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  EDINA  CARTAGE 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  42,  Mauricetown, 
NJ  08329.  Representative:  Laurence  J. 
DiStefano,  Jr.,  1101  Wheaton  Ave., 
Millville,  NJ  08332,  (609)  691-6353. 
Transporting  general  commodities, 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives) 
between  the  facilities  of  West  Coast 
Shippers  Association  at  points  in  the 
U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  146935  (Sub-1),  filed  February  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  QUINN  BROS.  CORP., 
Caldwell  Drive,  Amherst,  NH  03031. 
Representative:  Mary  E.  Kelley,  22 
Stearns  Ave.,  Medford,  MA  02155,  (617) 
396-4090.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  ME,  NH, 
VT,  MA.  RI,  CT,  and  NY.  Condition: 
Issuance  of  a  certificate  in  this 
proceeding  is  subject  to  coincidental 
cancellation  of  carrier's  existing 
certificate  in  No.  MC-146935  and  related 
subs,  at  applicant’s  written  request. 

MC  151375  (Sub-1),  filed  March  10, 
1981.  Applicant:  COMPUTER 
TRANSPORT  OF  GEORGIA,  INC.,  3914 
Shirley  Dr.,  SW„  Atlanta,  GA  30336. 
Representative:  John  C.  Fudesco,  Suite 
960. 1333  New  Hampshire  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20036,  (202)  659-5157. 
Transporting  duplicating  machines, 
computers,  typewriters,  instruments  and 
photographic  goods,  between  points  in 
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AL,  DE,  FL,  GA,  KY,  MS,  NJ,  OH,  PA, 

SC,  TN  and  WV. 

MC  152675  (Sub-1),  filed  Maroh  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  TOM  WINGERT,  d.b.a. 
WINGERT  ENTERPRISES,  Route  2,  Box 
151,  Golden  City,  MO  64748. 
Representative:  William  B.  Barker,  641 
Harrison  St.,  P.O.  Box  1979,  Topeka,  KS 
60601,  (913)  234-0565.  Transporting 
paper  and  related  products,  between  the 
facilities  used  by  International  Paper 
Company,  at  points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S, 

MC  152964  (Sub-1),  filed  March  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  AGENTOURS,  INC., 

265  Vasquez  Ave.,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94127.  Representative:  John  Paul  Fischer, 
256  Montgomery  St.,  5th  Floor,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94104,  (415)  421-6743. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  limited  to  the  transportation 
of  not  more  than  21  passengers 
(excluding  the  driver),  in  one  vehicle  at 
one  time,  between  points  in  WA,  OR,  ID, 
MT,  CO,  UT,  NM,  AZ,  NV,  CA,  and  WY, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  153135  (Sub-1),  filed  March  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  JOHN  DRENNON  AND 
SONS  COMPANY,  INC.,  353  North 
Nettleton,  Springfield,  MO  65802. 
Representative:  Thomas  P.  Rose,  P.O. 
Box  205,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102,  (314) 
636-2321.  Transporting  telephone 
equipment,  between  points  in  Green 
County,  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  MO. 

MC  153414  (Sub-1),  filed  March  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  U.S.  POLLUTION 
CONTROL,  INCORPORATED,  2000 
Classen  Center,  Suite  320,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73106.  Representative:  Michael 
H.  Lennox,  8903  North  Western  Ave., 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73114,  (405)  840- 
9805.  Transporting  hazardous  waste 
materials,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  153434  (Sub-1),  filed  March  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  LEONARD  C. 
MILLARD,  d.b.a.  MILLARD  TRUCKING, 
P.O.  Box  606,  St.  Charles,  MN  55972. 
Representative:  Robert  S.  Lee,  1600  TCF 
Tower,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402,  (612) 
333-1341.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Lakeside  Packing  Company,  of 
Manitowoc,  WI. 

MC  153624  (Sub-2),  filed  March  3, 

1981.  Applicant:  ANDERSON  TRUCK 
LINES  OF  MINNESOTA,  INC., 
Hayward,  MN  56043.  Representative: 
Samuel  Rubenstein,  Post  Office  Box  5, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55440,  (612)  542-1121. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products. 


between  Albert  Lea,  MN,  Olathe,  KS, 
Waukesha,  WI,  and  Navasota,  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  CA. 

MC  154585,  filed  March  6, 1981. 
Applicant:  FLEMING  CARGO,  INC.,  239 
Park  Ave.  S.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55415. 
Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box 
6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118  (612)  333- 
7606.  Transporting  furniture  and 
fixtures,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Hudson  Sales,  Inc.,  and  Furniture  Barn, 
Inc.,  of  Minneapolis,  MN. 

MC  154644,  filed  March  9, 1981. 
Applicant:  SINBAD  VENTURES,  LTD., 
d.b.a.  SINBAD  INTERNATIONAL,  a 
corporation,  1400  Philadelphia  Pike, 
Wilmington,  DE  19809.  Representative: 
Richard  M.  Heller,  230  N.  Monroe  St., 
Media,  PA  19063  (215)  566-8010.  As  a 
broker  at  Wilmington,  DE,  in  arranging 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  beginning  and  ending  at 
Wilmington,  DE  and  its  commercial 
zone,  and  extending  to  those  points  in 
the  U.S.  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River, 
and  extending  along  the  Mississippi 
River  to  its  junction  with  the  western 
boundary  of  Itasca  County,  MN,  then 
northward  along  the  western  boundaries 
of  Itasca  and  Koochinching  Counties, 
MN  to  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  U.S.  and  Canada. 

MC  154654,  filed  February  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  WASHINGTON  &  SONS 
CORP.,  1027  West  43d  St.,  Los  Angeles, 
CA  90037.  Representative:  Stephen 
Washington,  1161  West  39th  Place,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90037  (213)  233-6778. 
Transporting  floor  covering,  between 
points  in  CA,  AZ,  NV,  GA  and  TX. 

MC  154695,  filed  March  10, 1981. 
Applicant:  ATLANTIC 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  P.O.  Box 
82000,  Atlanta,  GA  30366. 
Representative:  Paul  M.  Daniel],  P.O. 
Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Atlantic 
Building  Systems,  Inc.  of  Atlanta,  GA. 

MC  154694,  filed  March  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  BLACK  DIAMOND 
TRUCKING,  Div.  of  C/C  Chemical  & 
Coal  Co.,  Rt.  6,  Blank  Pike  Rd., 
Wapkoneta,  OH  45895.  Representative: 
A.  Charles  Tell,  100  E.  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215  (614)  228-1541. 
Transporting  coal  and  coal  products, 
between  points  in  KY,  OH,  and  IN. 

MC  154705,  filed  February  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  MAC’S  CUS  OMIZED 
DISTRIBUTION  SERVICE,  INC.,  4150 
Pleasantdale  Rd.,  Doraville,  GA  30340. 


Representative:  K.  Edward  Wolcott,  P.O. 
Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301,  (404)  522- 
2322.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  E.  I.  DuPont 
De  Nemours  &  Company,  of  Wilmington. 
DE. 

MC  154724  (Sub-1),  filed  March  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  LARSEN  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  860  W  2600  S,  Salt  lake  City,  UT 
84119.  Representative:  Irene  Warr,  430 
Judge  Bldg.,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84111, 
(801)  531-1300.  Transporting  (1)  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products,  (2) 
metal  products,  (3)  chemicals  and 
related  products,  (4)  petroleum  or  coal 
products,  (5)  ores  and  minerals,  (6) 
machinery  and  supplies,  (7)  waste  or 
scrap  materials,  between  points  in  U.S.. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Larsen 
Foundry  Supply  Corporation,  of  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-52 

Decided  March  31, 1981. 

By  The  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 
(Carleton  not  participating). 

MC  139906  (Sub-157),  filed  March  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
30303,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84127. 
Representative:  Richard  A.  Peterson, 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501  (402) 
476-1144.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  used  or  dealt  in  by 
farm  supply  business  houses,  between 
Milwaukee,  El,  Toledo,  OH,  and 
Chicago,  IL,  and  points  in  St.  Louis 
County,  MN,  and  Douglas  County,  WI, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  142096  (Sub-18),  filed  March  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  MILLER  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  4100  West 
Mitchell  St.,  Milwaukee,  WI  53215. 
Representative:  James  A.  Spiegel,  Olde 
Towne  Office  Park,  6425  Odana  Rd., 
Madison,  WI  53719  (608)  273-1003. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  beverage  and  can 
manufacturers,  between  those  points  in 
the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  CO, 
and  NM. 

MC  142586  (Sub-2),  filed  March  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  JIMCO,  INC.,  Faydur 
Court,  P.O.  Box  100941,  Nashville,  TN 
37211.  Representative:  Jack  I.  Murphree, 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (615)  256- 
6148.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  IL, 
IN,  KY,  MI,  LA,  MS,  MO,  NC,  OH,  SC, 
TN,  TX,  V A,  and  WV. 

MC  146336  (Sub-20),  filed  March  24, 
1981.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
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TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS,  INC., 
1609-109th  St.,  Grand  Prairie,  TX  75050. 
Representative:  D.  Paul  Stafford,  P.O. 

Box  45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245  (214)  358- 
3341.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Osco  Drug. 
Inc.,  of  Oakbrook,  IL. 

MC  150596  (Sub-2),  filed  March  23, 

1981.  Applicant:  ROBERT  JAY  SPENCER 
d.b.a.  SPENCER  BROS.  TRUCKING,  212 
Lincoln  St.,  Lake  Crystal,  MN  56066. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 

5200  Willson  Rd.,  Ste  307,  Edina,  MN 
55424  (612)  927-8855.  Transporting  metal 
products  and  machinery,  between 
points  in  Blue  Earth  County,  MN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  154436  (Sub-1),  filed  March  4, 

1981.  Applicant:  MARILYN  THOMAS, 
d.b.a.  MAT  TRUCKING,  2604  W. 

Pleasant  Ridge  Rd.,  Arlington,  TX  76016. 
Representative:  Billy  R.  Reid,  1721  Carl 
St.,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76103  (817)  332-4718. 
Transporting  (1 ) rubber  and  plastic 
products,  (2)  metal  products,  and  (3) 
electric  materials  and  devices,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Sierra  Electric  Division 
of  Pass  &  Seymour  Inc.,  of  Gardena,  CA. 

Volume  No.  OP4-4-54 

Decided  March  31, 1981. 

By  The  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Caleton,  Fisher  and  Williams 
(Carleton  not  participating). 

MC  145276  (Sub-6),  filed  March  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  MINNESOTA 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1400  Trott  Ave.  SW., 
Willmar,  MN  56201.  Representative: 
Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr.,  5200  W'illson  Rd., 
Suite  307,  Edina,  MN  55424  (612)  927- 
8855.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  MN  and  SD. 

MC  150496  (Sub-15),  filed  March  23, 
1980.  Applicant:  P.A.M.  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  188,  Tontitown,  AR  72770. 
Representative:  Robert  W.  Weaver, 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (501)  361- 
2545.  Transporting  (1)  lumber  and  wood 
products,  (2)  pulp,  paper,  and  related 
products,  (3)  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  and  (4)  furniture  and  fixtures, 
between  points  in  Jefferson  and  Mobile 
Counties:  AL;  Benton,  Jackson,  and 
Washington  Counties,  AR;  Alameda  and 
Los  Angeles  Counties,  CA;  Denver 
County,  CO;  Kent  County,  DE;  Dade, 
Duval,  Hillsborough  and  Orange 
Counties,  FL;  Fulton  County,  GA;  Cook 
County.  IL;  Allen  and  Marion  Counties, 
IN:  Polk  County,  IA;  Wyandotte  County. 
KS;  Cumberland  and  Kennebec 
Counties,  ME;  Essex  County,  MA; 
Muskegon  and  Wayne  Counties,  MI; 


Hennepin  County,  MN;  St.  Louis  County, 
MO;  Atlantic,  Camden,  Gloucester  and 
Middlesex  Counties,  NJ;  Albany,  Bronx, 
and  Washington  Counties,  NY;  Erie, 
Franklin  and  Hamilton  Counties,  OH; 
Oklahoma  County,  OK;  Clackamas 
County,  OR;  Bucks,  Delaware, 
Phidadelphia  and  Westmoreland 
Counties,  PA;  Charleston  County,  SC; 
Shelby  County,  TN;  Bexar,  Dallas,  El 
Paso,  Harris,  and  Tarrant  Counties,  TX; 
Suffolk,  VA;  King  and  Snohonmish 
Counties,  WA;  and  Brown,  Fon  du  Lac, 
Marinette,  Milwaukee  and  Oconto 
Counties,  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  150706  (Sub-2),  filed  March  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  NEELY  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5132,  Birmingham,  AL 
35214.  Representative:  George  M.  Boles, 
727  Frank  Nelson  Bldg.,  Birmingham,  AL 
35203  (205)  251-5223.  Transporting 
petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  between  points  in  Hale  and 
Tuscaloosa  Counties,  AL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Lowndes,  Oktibbeha,  Clay,  Monroe, 
Itawamba,  Tishomingo,  Kemter, 

Winston  and  Noxubee  Counties,  MS. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-56 

Decided  March  31, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 
(Carleton  not  participating). 

MC  60068  (Sub-28),  filed  March  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  BEE  LINE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  1804  Paul  St.,  Omaha, 
NE  68102.  Representative:  Donald  L. 
Stern,  Suite  610,  7171  Mercy  Rd.,  Omaha, 
NE  68106,  (402)  392-1220.  Transporting 
refractories  and  refractory  products, 
between  Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IA  and  NE. 

MC  104896  (Sub-65),  filed  March  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  WOMELDORF,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  829,  DuBois,  PA  15801. 
Representative:  James  W.  Patterson, 

1200  Western  Savings  Bank  Bldg., 
Philadelphia,  PA  19107,  (215)  735-3090. 
Transporting  machinery  and  electrical 
appliances,  between  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  WI,  IL,  KY,  TN,  and 
MS. 

MC  105016  (Sub-14),  filed  March  24. 
1981.  Applicant:  PELLISSIER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1002  Hostetler  Way. 
The  Dallas,  OR  97058.  Representative: 
Russell  M.  Allen,  1200  Jackson  Tower, 
Portland.  OR  97205,  (503)  224-4840. 
Transporting  (1)  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Hood  River  and 
Wasco  Counties,  OR,  and  Klickitat 
County,  WA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  OR  and  WA,  and  (2) 
lumber  and  wood  products,  between 
points  in  OR.  WA,  and  ID. 


MC  150786  (Sub-3),  filed  March  13, 

1981.  Applicant:  MIDDLE  STATES 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  3240  Sangmon  St., 
Steger,  IL  60415.  Representative:  Philip 
A.  Lee,  120  W.  Madison  St.,  Suite  618, 
Chicago,  IL  60602  (312)  236-8225. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  D’Amico 
Foods  Company,  of  Steger,  IL. 

MC  154846,  filed  March  18, 1981. 
Applicant:  MAINE  ARMORED  CAR  & 
COURIER  SERVICE,  INC.,  1100  Forest 
Ave.,  Portland,  M]j  04103. 

Representative:  Harold  H.  Reder,  6 
Arbor  Ave.,  Topsham,  ME  04086,  (207) 
729-0053.  Transporting  coin,  currency, 
negotiable  and  non-negotiable 
securities,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Canal 
National  Bank,  Casco  Bank  &  Trust  Co., 
Maine  National  Bank,  Depositors  Trust 
Co.  and  Northeast  Bankshare  Assn.,  all 
of  Portland,  ME. 

MC  154906,  filed  March  23, 1981. 
Applicant:  HARRIS  TOURS,  INC.,  4511 
Couburn,  Indianapolis,  IN  46208. 
Representative:  Robert  W.  Loser  II,  1101 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg.,  320  N. 
Meridian  St.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204, 

(317)  635-2339.  Transporting  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  in  round-trip  tours, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in  Boone, 
Delaware,  Hamilton,  Hancock, 

Hendricks,  Johnson,  Madison,  Marion, 
Monroe,  Morgan  and  Shelby  Counties, 

IN,  and  extending  to  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154926,  filed  March  24, 1981. 
Applicant:  DEBRA  M.  EACHUS,  d.b.a. 
“GOING  PLACES”  TRAVEL  CLUB/ 
GROUP  TOURS,  2901  No.  St.,  Anderson, 
CA  96007.  Representative:  Debra  M. 
Eachus,  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(916)  365-4202.  To  engage  in  operations, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  as  a 
broker,  at  Anderson,  CA,  in  arranging 
for  the  transportation,  by  motor  vehicle 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
between  points  in  Butte,  Colusa,  Del 
Norte,  Glenn,  Humboldt,  Lassen,  Modoc, 
Plumas,  Shasta,  Siskiyou,  Sutter, 

Tehama,  Trinity,  Yolo,  and  Yuba 
Counties,  CA,  and  Coos,  Curry,  Douglas, 
Jackson,  Josephine,  Klamath,  and  Lake 
Counties.  OR,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (including 
AK  and  HI). 

MC  154936,  filed  March  19, 1981. 
Applicant:  L  &  S  FREIGHT  SYSTEM, 
INC.,  Rt.  No.  1,  Parker  Rd.,  Mokena,  IL 
60448.  Representative:  Stephen  H.  Loeb, 
Suite  2027,  33  No.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago, 

IL  60602,  (312)  726-9722.  Transporting 
iron  and  steel  articles,  between 
Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
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Decided:  March  31, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 
(Carleton  not  participating.) 

FF  467  (Sub-1),  filed  March  20, 1981. 
Applicant:  ARTIC  FORWARDING  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3874,  Seattle,  WA  98124. 
Representative:  Jack  R.  Davis,  1100  IBM 
Building,  Seattle,  WA  98101,  (206)  624- 
7373.  As  a  freight  forwarder,  in 
connection  with  the  transportation  of 
general  commodities,  between  points  in 
Seattle  and  Tacoma,  WA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AK. 

MC  105007  (Sub-77),  filed  March  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  MATSON  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  328, 1407  St.  John 
Ave.,  Albert  Lea,  MN  56007. 
Representative:  Robert  S.  Lee,  1600  TCF 
Tower,  121  So.  8th  St.,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55402,  (612)  333-1341.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Wilson  Food  Corporation  and  its 
subsidiaries,  of  Oklahoma  City,  OK. 

MC  107107  (Sub-494),  filed  March  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  12805  N.W., 
42nd  Ave.,  Opa  Locka,  FL  33054. 
Representative:  Sidney  Alterman,  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (305)  688-3571. 
Transporting  (1)  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  and  (2)  machinery,  between 
points  in  FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  GA,  MD,  MS, 
OH,  and  TX. 

MC  154727  (Sub-1),  filed  March  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  HUISH  DISTRIBUTING 
COMPANY,  d.b.a.  HUCCO  TRUCKING, 
3540  West  1987  South,  Salt  Lake,  UT 
84125.  Representative:  Irene  Warr,  430 
Judge  Bldg.,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84111,  . 
(801)  531-1306.  Transporting  chemicals 
and  related  products,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Huish  Chemical  Company,  of  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary, 

|FR  Doc.  81-10350  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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Decided:  March  31, 1981. 

The  following  restriction  removal 
application,  filed  after  December  28, 
1980,  are  governed  by  49  CFR  1137.  Part 
1137  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86747. 


Persons  wishing  to  file  a  comment  to 
an  application  must  follow  the  rules 
under  49  CFR  1137.12.  A  copy  of  any 
application  can  be  obtained  from  any 
applicant  upon  request  and  payment  to 
applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  restriction 
removal  applications  are  not  allowed. 

Some  of  the  applications  may  have 
been  modified  prior  to  publication  to 
conform  to  the  special  provisions 
applicable  to  restriction  removal. 

Findings 

We  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
requested  removal  of  restrictions  or 
broadening  of  unduly  narrow  authority 
is  consistent  with  49  U.S.C.  10922(h). 

In  the  absence  of  comments  filed 
within  25  days  of  publication  of  this 
decision-notice,  appropriate  reformed 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant.  Prior  to  beginning  operations 
under  the  newly  issued  authority, 
compliance  must  be  made  with  the 
normal  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements  for  common  and  contract 
carriers. 

By  the  Commission,  Restriction  Removal 
Board,  Members  Sporn,  Alspaugh,  and 
Shaffer. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  550  (Sub-13)X,  filed  March  24. 
1981.  Applicant:  RUDIE  WILHELM 
WAREHOUSE  CO.,  d.b.a.  WILHELM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  3250  NW.  St.  Helens 
Rd.,  P.O.  Box  10363,  Portland,  OR  97210. 
Representative:  Russell  M.  Allen,  1200 
Jackson  Tower,  Portland,  OR  97205. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restriction  in 
its  Sub  11F  certificate  to  (1)  remove  all 
exceptions  to  its  general  commodity 
authority  except  “Classes  A  and  B 
explosives”,  and  (2)  remove  restrictions 
to  traffic  (a)  moving  in  containers  and 
(b)  having  an  immediately  or  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water. 

MC  2135  (Sub-19)X,  filed  March  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  D.  J.  McNICHOL  CO., 
6951  Norwitch  Dr.,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19153.  Representative:  James  W. 
Patterson,  1200  Western  Savings  Bank 
Bldg.,  Philadelphia,  PA  19107.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  lead 
and  Sub-Nos.  11, 12, 14  and  16F  permits 
to:  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  (a)  such  merchandise 
as  is  dealth  in  by  wholesale  retail,  and 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses 
to  “such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
or  used  by  grocery  stores  and  food 
business  houses”;  from  fruits,  vegetable, 
agricultural  commodities,  poultry  and 
sea  food  to  “food  and  related  products 
and  farm  products”;  and  from  frozen 
fruits,  vegetables  and  food  and  rejected 


or  damaged  shipments  to  “food  and 
related  products”  in  the  lead;  (2)  expand 
territorial  descriptions  to  "between 
points  in  the  US”  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  specified  classes  of 
shippers  in  lead,  and  with  named 
shippers  in  Subs  11, 12, 14,  and  16F;  (3) 
eliminate  “shipments  accepted  by 
consignees”  restriction  in  Sub  11;  and  (4) 
eliminate  "except  commodities  in  bulk” 
restriction  in  Sub  12. 

MC  18088  (Sub-71)X,  filed  March  23. 
1981.  Applicant:  FLOYD  &  BEASLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  8, 
Sycamore,  A1 35149.  Representative: 
James  F.  Flint,  Ephraim  and  Flint,  406 
World  Center  Building,  918 16th  Street. 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20006. 

Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  certificate  MC-145145,  purchased 
pursuant  to  approval  in  MC-F-14185F 
and  seeks  reissuance  in  the  name  of 
applicant.  The  applicant  seeks  to  (1) 
broaden  commodity  descriptions  (a) 
from  packing  house  products,  groceries, 
and  fresh  fruits  and  vegetables  and  fruit 
juices  to  “food  and  related  products” 
and  (b)  from  methyl  vinyl  pyridine  and 
nylon  salt  solution  to  “chemicals  and 
related  products”  and  (c)  from  cotton 
yam,  synthetic  fiber  yam,  tire  cord  yam, 
synthetic  fiber,  synthetic  fiber  yarns  and 
tire,  cord  yam,  synthetic  fiber  and 
synthetic  fiber  yam,  and  textiles,  textile 
products,  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  textiles  to  “textile  mill 
products”;  (2)  eliminate  restrictions  (a) 
“in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,”  (b)  “in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  temperature  control 
devices”  and  (c)  “except  commodities  in 
bulk  and  those  which  require  special 
equipment”;  (3)  eliminate  restrictions 
against  (a)  the  transportation  of  cement 
and  lime  from  Leeds,  Roberta,  Ragland 
and  North  Birmingham,  AL,  (b)  service 
at  the  plantsite  of  Southern  Cement  Co- 
division  of  Martin-Marietta  Corp.  at 
Atlanta,  GA,  and  (c)  service  at 
Longview,  AL,  (4)  remove  facilities 
limitations  at  Decatur  and  Huntsville. 
AL,  at  Marshall  County,  AL  and  at 
Gonzalez  and  Pensacola,  FL;  (5)  expand 
authority  from  individual  points 
(Gadsden,  Decatur,  Huntsville, 
Birmingham,  Sylacauga,  Talledega,  AL; 
Gonzalez,  Pace  and  Pensacola,  FL;  Port 
Ewen,  NY;  Reynolds,  White  Haven, 
Reading  and  Hazelton,  PA;  Pimpton 
Lakes,  Yardville  and  Mount  Holly,  N] 
and  Bainesville,  GA)  to  counties 
(Etowah,  Morgan,  Madison,  Jefferson 
and  Talledega  Counties,  AL;  Escambia 
and  Santa  Rosa  Counties,  FL;  Ulster 
County,  NY;  Berk,  Luzerne  and 
Schuylkill  Counties,  PA;  Passaic,  Mercer 
and  Burlington  Counties,  NJ;  and  Lamar 
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County.  GA);  and  (5)  expand  one  way 
authority  to  radial  authority  between 
various  points  in  AL,  GA,  FL,  TX,  LA, 

MS.  NC,  VA.  SC,  TN,  NY,  NJ,  PA. 

MC  22147  (Sub-l)X,  filed  March  23, 

1981.  Applicant:  OSBORN  &  SON 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  221  West 
Johnson  Street,  Fon  du  Lac.  WI  54935. 
Representative:  James  A.  Spiegel,  6425 
Odana  Road,  Madison,  WI  53719. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Permit  No.  MC-113555  (Sub-No.  6) 
to  (1)  broaden  its  commodity  description 
from  malt  beverages,  to  “malt 
beverages,  carbonated  beverages,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  distribution  thereof";  and  (2)  to 
broaden  its  territorial  authority  to 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  a  named 
shipper. 

MC  22509  (Sub-37)X,  filed  March  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  MISSOURI-NEBRASKA 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  5310  St.  Joseph  Avenue, 
St.  Joseph,  MO  64505.  Representative: 
Harry  Ross,  58  South  Main  Street, 
Winchester,  KY  40391.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  18F 
certificate  which  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  containers  and  related 
products  between  10  states  in  the 
central  U.S.  to  remove  the  restriction 
against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk. 

MC  41406  (Sub-170)X,  filed  March  20. 
1981.  Applicant:  ARTIM 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 

8400  Westlake  Drive,  Merrillville,  IN 
46410.  Representative:  Ralph  D.  Artim 
(same  as  applicant).  Applicant  seeks  to  - 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Subs  59  and 
143F  certificates  which  generally 
authorize  operations  between  points  in 
Southern  and  Northeastern  states  to  (1) 
expand  the  territorial  description  (a) 
from  facilities  at  Moline  to  Rock  Island 
Co,  IL  in  Sub  59;  and  (b)  by  removing  the 
facilities  limitations  in  Sub  143F;  (2) 
remove  “originating  at  or  destined  to” 
restrictions  in  Subs  59  and  143F;  (3) 
remove  the  restriction  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk  in 
Sub  143F. 

MC  55778  (Sub-22)X,  filed  March  25. 
1981.  Applicant:  MOTORFRATE 
DISPATCH,  INC.,  16360  Broadway 
Avenue,  Maple  Heights,  OH  44137. 
Representative:  James  M.  Burtch,  100 
East  Broad  Street,  Suite  1800,  Columbus, 
OH  43215.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  11. 
12, 13, 14, 16, 17,  certificates  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  description  from 
(a)  general  commodities  (with 
exceptions)  to  “general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives)"  in 
the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  11, 12,  and  17;  (b) 
telephone  directories  and  telephone 


directory  pages  to  “printed  matter"  in 
Sub-No.  13;  (c)  frozen  prepared  foods 
and  frozen  foods  to  “food  and  related 
products"  in  Sub-Nos.  14  and  16;  (2) 
authorize  service  to  all  intermediate 
points  along  described  regular  routes 
between  named  points  in  IN,  OH,  MI,  in 
the  lead  and  Sub-No.  12;  (3)  broaden 
city-wide  to  county-wide  authority: 
Dwight,  IL,  with  Livingston  County,  IL, 
in  Sub-No.  13;  Macon.  Marshall,  Milan, 
Moberly  and  Carrollton,  MO,  with 
Macon,  Saline,  Sullivan,  Randolph, 
Carroll  Counties,  MO,  and  Davenport 
and  Dubuque,  IA,  with  Scott  and 
Dubuque  Counties,  IA,  in  Sub-No.  14; 
Deerfield,  IL,  with  Lake  County,  IL,  in 
Sub-No.  16;  (4)  remove  plantsite 
facilities  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  13, 14, 
16,  and  17;  (5)  authorize  radial  service  in 
lieu  of  existing  one-way  authority 
between  the  counties  named  above  and 
points  in  several  States,  in  Sub-Nos.  13, 
14,  and  16;  (6)  delete  an  “originating  at 
or  destined  to"  restriction  in  Sub-Nos. 

14, 16. 

MC  57239  (Sub-58)X,  filed  March  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  RENNER’S  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  1350  South  West  St„  Indianapolis, 
IN  46225.  Representative:  Robert  C. 
Bamford,  Suite  1301, 1600  Wilson  Blvd., 
Arlington,  VA  22209.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Subs  9, 10, 12, 
13, 14,  21,  24,  26,  27,  28,  33,  34,  35,  36,  37, 
40,  42,  43,  44,  45,  47,  48,  51  and  52  to  (1) 
remove  all  exceptions  to  its  general 
commodities  authority  except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives  in  Subs  9, 10, 12, 13, 14. 
21,  24.  26,  27,  28,  33,  35,  36,  37,  42,  43,  44, 
45,  47,  48.  51,  and  52;  (2)  authorize 
service  at  all  intermediate  points  in 
connection  with  regular-route  operations 
in  Michigan  and  Indiana  in  Sub  9; 
between  Evansville,  IN  and 
Hopkinsville,  KY,  between  Nashville, 

TN  and  Franklin,  KY  and  between  other 
points  in  KY  in  Sub  14;  between 
Russelville,  KY  and  Nashville,  TN  in 
Sub  27;  between  Indianapolis  and 
Evansville,  IN  and  between  Evansville 
and  Louisville,  KY  in  Sub  45F;  (3) 
authorize  radial  operations  in  place  of 
existing  one-way  authority:  between 
Hopkinsville,  KY  and  points  in  IN  and 
the  lower  Peninsula  of  MI  in  Sub  16; 
between  Louisville,  KY  and  those  points 
in  MI  on  and  south  of  MI  Hwy  21  in  Sub 
34;  (4)  remove  restrictions  against 
interchange  in  Subs  9, 14,  34  and  40;  and 
(5)  remove  plantsite  limitations  in  Subs 
14,  33,  43  and  47. 

MC  61788  (Sub-42)X,  filed  March  18. 
1981.  Applicant:  GEORGIA-FLORIDA- 
AI.ABAMA  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  2268,  Dothan,  AL 
36302.  Representative:  Gerald  D.  Colvin, 
Jr.,  603  Frank  Nelson  Building, 
Birmingham,  AL  35203.  Applicant  seeks 


to  remove  restrictions  from  its  lead  and 
Sub-Nos.  18,  22,  23,  25,  26,  28,  30,  31,  34, 
36F,  37F,  39F  and  40F  certificates,  to  (1) 
broaden  its  commodity  description  from 
general  commodities  with  exceptions  to 
“general  commodities  except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives”  in  the  lead,  sheets  5, 

7,  and  8,  and.Sub-Nos.  18,  22,  23,  25,  26 
sheets  4  and  5  (paragraph  1),  28,  30,  31, 

34,  36F,  37F,  39F  and  40F;  from  general 
commodities  except  liquid  commodities 
in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles  to  “general 
commodities"  in  Sub-No.  26,  sheet  4; 
from  livestock,  cottonseed,  and  peanuts 
to  “from  products”  in  the  lead,  sheets  2 
and  4,  from  fertilizer  to  “chemicals  and 
delated  products"  in  the  lead,  sheet  2 
and  Sub-No.  26,  sheet  6,  from  cotton  and 
bagging  to  “textile  mill  products"  in  the 
lead,  sheets  2  and  3,  from  peanut  butter, 
canned  tomatoes  and  grapefruit, 
potatoes,  meat,  etc.  to  “food  and  related 
products"  in  the  lead,  sheets  3,  4,  and  6 
from  groceries  and  linseed  oil  to 
"commodities  dealt  in  by  grocery 
stores"  in  the  lead,  sheet  3  from 
groceries,  school  supplies,  fruit  and 
vegetables  to  “commodities  dealt  in  by 
grocery  and  department  stores"  in  lead, 
sheet  3  from  sand,  concrete  pipe  gravel, 
etc  to  “clay,  concrete,  glass,  or  stone 
products”  in  the  lead,  sheet  9  and  Sub- 
No.  26,  sheet  6,  from  cotton,  fertilizer, 
peanuts,  corn,  etc  to  “textile  mill 
products  and  food  and  related  products" 
in  Sub-No.  26,  sheet  6,  from  bagging,  ties, 
peanut  meal,  etc.  to  “textile  mill 
products  and  farm  products"in  Sub-No. 
21,  sheet  6,  from  lumber,  sashes,  doors, 
etc.  to  “building  materials”  in  Sub-No. 

26,  sheet  6,  from  fence  posts,  light  posts, 
etc.,  to  “lumber  and  wood  products"  in 
Sub-No.  26.  sheet  6,  from  feedstuffs  to 
"farm  products”  in  Sub-No.  2,  sheet  6, 
from  livestock  to  “farm  product”  inSub- 
No.  26,  sheet  7,  from  coal  to  “coal  and 
coal  products”  in  Sub-No.  26,  sheet  7, 
from  lumber,  hardware,  groceries,  dry 
goods  etc.  to  “commodities  dealt  in  by 
hardware,  department,  and  grocery 
stores,”  in  Sub-No.  26,  sheet  7,  and  from 
farm  products,  fertilizer,  household 
goods,  etc.  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products,  farm  products,  and  concrete,  ' 
clay,  glass  or  stone  products”  in  Sub-No. 
26,  sheet  7,  (2)  authorize  round-trip 
authority  in  place  of  one-w’ay  authority 
on  its  regular  routes  in  the  lead,  sheets. 

2,  3,  4,  6,  and  7;  (3)  authorizes  radial  in 
place  of  one-way  authority  on  its 
irregular  routes  in  the  lead,  sheet  9  and 
Sub-No.  26,  sheets  6  and  7;  (4)  authorize 
service  at  all  intermediate  points  on 
specified  regular-routes,  between  named 
points  in  AL,  MS.  GA,  and  FL,  in  the 
lead  certificate  and  Sub-Nos.  18,  25,  26. 
28,  and  34;  (5)  to  replace  city-wide 
authority  with  county-wide  authority:  in 
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the  lead,  sheet  9,  Baldwin  County,  AL 
for  Bay  Minette,  AL,  and  Houston 
County,  AL  for  Dothan,  AL;  in  Sub-No. 

26,  sheet  6,  Mobile  County,  AL  for 
Mobile,  AL,  Covington  County,  AL  for 
Andalusia,  AL,  Montgomery  County,  AL 
for  Montgomery,  AL,  Escambia  County, 
AL  for  Brewton,  AL,  and  Pike  County, 

AL  for  Troy,  AL;  in  Sub-No.  26,  sheet  7, 
Elmore  County,  AL  for  Eclectic,  AL,  and 
Montgomery  County,  AL  for 
Montgomery,  AL;  and  in  Sub-No.  40F, 
Baldwin  County,  AL  for  Foley,  AL,  and 
Escambia  County,  FL,  for  Pensacola  and 
Gonzalez,  FL;  and  (6)  remove  various 
other  restrictions:  weight  and  bill  of 
ladings  restrictions,  in  the  lead,  sheet  1; 
“originating  at”  restriction  (Dothan,  AL) 
in  the  lead,  sheets  6  and  7;  restrictions 
limiting  service  to  “for  joinder  only”  in 
Sub-No.  25,  sheet  2;  restrictions  against 
service  between  named  points  in  the 
lead,  sheet  8  (Mobile,  AL),  and  Sub-No. 
28,  sheet  2  and  Sub-No.  34,  sheet  2 
(Atlanta,  GA);  weight  restriction,  Sub- 
No.  26,  sheet  6;  restriction  limiting 
service  to  delivery  at  farms,  in  Sub-No. 
26,  sheet  6;  restriction  defining  terminal 
area  in  Sub-No.  26,  sheet  5;  and, 
facilities  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  36F 
and  40F. 

MC  64808  (Sub-52)X,  filed  March  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  W.  S.  THOMAS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  1854  Morgantown 
Ave.,  Fairmont,  WV  26554. 
Representative:  Henry  M.  Wick,  Jr.,  2310 
Grant  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  3,  4,  7,  8,  9,  Il¬ 
ls,  20,  24-26,  28-31,  35,  38,  39,  42,  44  and 
48  certificates  to  (1)  remove  all 
exceptions  to  its  general  commodity 
authority  except  “classes  A  and  B 
explosives”  in  the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  12 
and  48;  (2)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  to  “glass  and  glassware" 
from  glass  bottles  in  the  lead,  glazing 
units  and  glass  and  glass  products  in 
Subs  11, 17,  and  20,  flat  glass  in  Subs  28 
and  29,  uncrated  flat  glass  in  Sub  30,  and 
cullet  in  Sub  44F;  (3)  expand  certain 
territorial  authority  to  county-wide 
authorization:  facilities  near  Tupelo,  MS, 
and  Red  Bay,  AL,  to  Lee  Co,  MS  and 
Franklin  Co,  AL  in  Sub  25;  facilities  near 
Winchester  to  Clark  Co,  KY  in  Sub  26; 
facilities  near  Wichita  Falls  to  Wichita 
Co,  TX  in  Sub  28;  facilities  near  Crystal 
City,  MO  to  Jefferson  Co,  MO  in  Sub  29; 
facilities  near  Cumberland,  MD  and  Mt. 
Holly  Springs,  PA  to  Allegany  Co,  MD 
and  Cumberland  Co,  PA  in  Sub  30; 
facilities  near  New  Richmond,  Gillett, 
Coleman,  Eden  and  Oakfield  to  Fond  Du 
Lac,  Marinette,  Oconto  and  St.  Croix 
Cos,  WI;  and  facilities  near  Fairmont  to 
Marion  Co,  WV  in  Sub  42F;  remove 
facilities  restrictions  in  Subs  15, 17,  20, 


38F  and  44F;  remove  “originating  at  or 
destined  to”  restrictions  Subs  8, 11, 15, 

17  and  18;  remove  equipment 
restrictions  in  Subs  26,  39F  and  42F; 
remove  “in  container”  restrictions  in 
Subs  3, 14, 16  and  24;  and  remove 
“except  commodities  in  bulk” 
restrictions  in  Subs  16, 17, 18,  20,  24,  25, 
39F  and  42F;  and  (5)  expand  one-way 
service  to  radial  authority  in  the  lead 
and  Subs  3,  4,  7-9, 13-18,  20,  24-26,  28- 
31,  35F,  38F,  39F  and  44F  between 
numerous  points  primarily  east  of  the 
Mississippi  River. 

MC  89782  (Sub-12)X,  filed  March  24, 
1981.  Applicant:  STORDAHL  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O  Box  658,  Thief  River 
Falls,  MN  56701.  Representative:  James 
E.  Ballenthin,  630  Osborn  Building,  St. 
Paul,  MN  55102.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  8, 10, 
and  11  certificates  (1)  to  broaden  its 
commodity  description  from  general 
commodities  with  the  usual  exeptions  to 
“general  commodities  except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives”,  and;  (2)  to  authorize 
service  at  all  intermediate  points  on  its 
authorized  regular  routes  in  Sub-Nos.  8 
and  10,  between  specified  points  MN 
and  ND. 

MC  99498  (Sub-10)X,  filed  March  25, 
1981.  Applicant:  JIMMY  STEIN  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2286,  Mobile,  AL 
38801.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1240,  Arlington, 

VA  22210.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  from  its  Sub-Nos.  6F,  7F,  and 
8  certificates:  (1)  to  broaden  the 
commodities  descriptions  from  clothing 
to  “such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  and  retailers  of 
clothing”;  from  voting  machines  to 
“machinery”,  and  from  general 
commodites  with  the  usual  exceptions  to 
“general  commodities  except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives”  in  Sub-No.  6F;  (2)  to 
authorize  radial  or  round  trip  authority 
in  place  of  one-way  authority  in  Sub-No. 
6F,  part  1  between  Choctaw  County,  AL 
and  San  Diego  and  San  Joaquin 
Counties,  CA;  and  between  Gilbertown, 
AL  and  Water  Valley  and  Melvin,  AL,  in 
Sub-No.  6F,  Part  (3)(L),  regular  route 
portion;  (3)  to  replace  authority  to  serve 
named  points  with  counties:  Choctaw 
County,  AL  for  Silas  and  Naheola,  AL  in 
Sub-Nos.  6F  and  8;  San  Diego  County, 
CA,  for  San  Diego,  CA  in  Sub-No.  6F; 
San  Joaquin,  CA,  for  Tracy,  CA  in  Sub- 
No.  6F;  West  Baton  Rouge  Parish,  LA, 
for  Port  Allen,  LA  in  Sub-No.  7F; 
Iberville  Parish,  LA,  for  St.  Gabriel,  LA, 
in  Sub-No.  7F;  Fefferson  County,  AL  for 
Birmingham,  AL  in  Sub-Nos.  7F  and  8; 
Mobile  County,  AL,  for  Mobile,  AL  in 
Sub-No.  7F;  Washington  County,  AL,  for 
McIntosh,  AL  in  Sub-No.  7F,  and; 
Lauderdale  County,  MS,  for  Meridian, 


MS  in  Sub-No.  8;  (4)  to  remove  the 
facilities  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  7F  and 
8;  (5)  remove  the  restriction  against 
service  between  Demopolis  and  Selma, 
AL,  via  Linden,  AL  in  the  regular  route 
portion  of  Sub-No.  6F,  part  3(e);  and  (5) 
remove  the  restriction  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk  in 
Sub-Nos.  7F  and  8. 

MC  111231  (Sub-357)X,  filed  March  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  JONES  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  610  East  Emma  Avenue, 

Springdale,  AR  72764.  Representative: 
James  H.  Berry  (same  as  applicant). 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  5,  29  and  227F 
certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  from  general 
commodities  (with  exceptions)  to 
“general  commodities  (except  classas  A 
and  B  explosives)”,  and  (2)  authorize 
service  at  all  intermeidate  points  along 
its  regular-route  operations  between 
points  in  AR  and  MO. 

MC  111231  (Sub-358)X,  filed  March  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  JONES  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  610  East  Emma  Avenue, 

Springdale,  AR  72764.  Representative: 
James  H.  Berry  (same  as  applicant). 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  181  and  183  certificates 
to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  (a)  plastic  pipe,  plastic 
fittings  and  bonding  cement  to  “rubber 
and  plastic  products”  in  both  Sub-Nos.; 
(b)  foodstuffs,  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  foodstuffs  to  “food 
and  related  products”  in  Sub-No.  181;  (c) 
wooden  pallets  and  wooden  blocking 
materials  to  “lumber  and  wood 
products"  in  Sub-No.  183;  (2)  remove  all 
exceptions  in  the  commodity 
descriptions  such  as  “except 
commodities  in  bulk”  and  “those 
requiring  special  equipment”  etc.  in  both 
Sub-Nos.;  (3)  replace  authority  to  serve 
specified  facilities  at  named  points  and 
authority  to  serve  specified  points,  with 
county- wide  authority:  in  Sub-No.  181, 
Siloam  Springs  with  Benton  County,  AR; 
in  Sub-No.  183,  Poplar  Bluff  with  Butler 
County,  MO  and  Clinton  to  Clinton 
County,  LA;  (4)  replace  one-way 
authority  with  radial  authority  between 
specified  counties  in  AR,  LA,  MO,  and 
OK,  and  points  throughout  the  U.S.;  (5) 
remove  “originating  at  and/or  destined 
to”  restrictions  in  Sub-No.  181;  (6) 
remove  the  exceptions  of  service  to  AK 
and  HI  in  Sub-No.  181.  Applicant’s 
ability  to  tack  authorities  will  be 
governed  by  rules  set  forth  at  49  CFR 
Part  1042. 

MC  112304  (Sub-255)X,  filed  March  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  ACE  DORAN 
HAULING  &  RIGGING  CO.,  1601  Blue 
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Rock  St.,  Cincinnati,  OH  45223. 
Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  E. 
Broad  St.,  Columbuis,  OH  43215. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  Sub-Nos.  20,  99, 108, 162F,  and 
165F  certificates  to:  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  from  zoological 
animals  and  birds  to  “animals  and 
birds”  in  Sub-No.  20;  from  aluminum 
products  to  “metal  products"  in  Sub-No. 
99;  from  aluminum,  aluminum  products, 
and  supplies,  materials  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  aluminum 
and  aluminum  products  to  “metal 
products  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  or 
distribution  thereof’  in  Sub-No.  108; 
from  fireplace  air  heaters  and 
ventilators  and  parts  and  accessories 
therefor  to  “machinery”,  and,  from  sheet 
steel  to  “metal  products"  in  Sub-No. 

162F;  from  precast  concrete  products, 
modular  mausoleum  crypt  systems,  and 
concrete  forming  systems  to 
“contractors’  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies"  in  Sub-No.  165F;  (2)  remove 
the  “except  commodities  in  bulk,  size  or 
weight  and  Mercer  commodities 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  99,  and  108;  (3) 
replace  facilities  limitations  and  specific 
point  authority  with  city  or  county-wide 
authority  as  follows:  In  Sub-No.  99, 
Phoenix,  AZ  with  Maricopa  County,  AZ 
and  Winton  and  Burlington,  NC  with 
Hertford  and  Alamance  Counties,  NC;  in 
Sub-No.  108,  facilities  at  or  near  Decatur 
with  Morgan  County,  AL,  Casa  Grande 
with  Pinal  County,  AZ,  Long  Beach, 
Riverside,  Visalia,  Perris  Valley  and 
Woodland,  CA,  with  Los  Angeles, 
Riverside,  Tulare  and  Yolo  Counties, 

CA,  Loveland,  CO  with  Larimer  County, 
CO,  Ocala  and  Plant  City,  FL  with 
Marion  and  Hillsborough  Counties,  FL, 
Peachtree  City  and  Jonesboro,  GA,  with 
Fayette  and  Clayton  Counties,  GA, 

Boise  and  Twin  Falls,  ID,  with  Ada  and 
Twin  Falls  Counties,  ID,  Chicago,  Morris 
and  St.  Charles,  IL,  with  Cook,  Grundy 
and  Kane  Counties,  IL,  Franklin  and 
Bicknell,  IN,  with  Johnson  and  Knox 
Counties,  IN,  McPherson,  KS,  with 
McPherson  County,  KS,  Montevideo, 

MN,  with  Chippewa  County,  MN,  St, 
Louis  with  St.  Louis  and  St.  Charles 
Counties,  MO,  Hernando,  MS,  with 
DeSoto  County,  MS,  Dunkirk,  NY,  with 
Chautauqua  County,  NY,  Reidsville,  NC, 
with  Rockingham  County,  NC, 

Cleveland  with  Cuyahoga  County,  OH, 
Tulsa  and  Checotah,  OK,  with  Tulsa  and 
McIntosh  Counties,  OK,  Stayton,  OR, 
with  Marion  County,  OR,  Bloomsburg, 
PA,  with  Columbia  County,  PA,  Denison 
and  Mansfield,  TX,  with  Grayson  and 
Tarrant  Counties,  TX,  Harrisonburg,  VA, 
with  Rockingham  County,  VA,  Spokane 
and  Ferndale,  WA,  with  Whatcom  and 


Spokane  County,  WA,  Marshfield,  WI, 
with  Wood  County,  WI;  in  Sub-No.  162F, 
Fullerton,  CA  with  Orange  County,  CA, 
Union  City,  TN  with  Obion  County,  TN 
and  facilities  in  Los  Angeles  County 
with  Los  Angeles  County,  CA;  in  Sub- 
No.  165F;  Oshkosh,  WI  with  Winnebago 
County,  WI,  Laurel,  MD  with  Prince 
Georges  County,  MD,  Dade  City,  FL  with 
Pasco  County,  FL;  (4)  eliminate  the  “AK 
and  HI”  exceptions  wherever  they 
appear  in  each  of  its  certificates;  (5) 
remove  the  “originating  at  and/or 
destined  to”  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  99, 
and  106;  and  (6)  expand  its  one-way 
authority  to  radial  authority  between  the 
counties  or  cities  named  in  (3)  above, 
and,  various  combinations  of  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC 113388  (Sub-135)X,  filed  March  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  LESTER  C.  NEWTON 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  618, 
Seaford,  DE 19973.  Representative:  W.  P. 
Kurtz,  Jr.  (same  as  above).  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
No.  135F  certificate  to  (1)  remove  the  “in 
bulk”  restriction  from  its  commodity 
description  to  transport  such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  chain 
grocery  stores  and  food  business 
houses,  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  thereof;  (2)  remove  the 
“originating  at  or  destined  to" 
restriction;  and  (3)  broaden  the 
territorial  description  from  Omaha,  NE 
to  Washington,  Douglas,  and  Sarpy 
Counties,  NE,  and  Mills  and 
Pottawattamie  Counties,  IA. 

MC  114492  (Sub-15)X,  filed  March  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
TRUCKING  CO.  OF  TEXAS,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  327,  Texico,  NM 
88135.  Representative:  Wiimer  B.  Hill, 
605  McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666 
Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2,  5, 
12,  and  14  certificates  (1)  to  broaden  its 
commodity  descriptions  from  trucks, 
passenger  automobiles,  new  and  used 
motor  vehicles,  etc.  to  “transportation 
equipment"  in  the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2, 
5, 12,  and  14;  (2)  to  remove  the  .75  ton 
weight  restriction  in  Sub-Nos.  12  and  14; 
(3)  to  remove  the  restriction  against  the 
transportation  of  repossessed  vehicles 
in  Sub-No.  5;  (4)  to  remove  the 
restrictions  limiting  service  to 
truckaway,  driveaway  or  secondary 
movements  in  the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2, 
5, 12,  and  14;  (5)  to  replace  existing  one¬ 
way  authority  with  radial  authority  in 
the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2,  5,  and  12, 
generally  between  named  points  in  AZ, 
CO,  NM,  and  TX;  and  (6)  to  replace 
authority  to  serve  named  points  with 
county-wide  authority:  Las  Animas 


County,  for  Trinidad,  CO,  in  the  lead; 
Potter  County,  TX  for  Potter  and 
Amarillo,  TX  in  the  lead  and  Sub-No.  2; 
Lubbock  County,  TX  for  Lubbock,  TX,  in 
the  lead  and  Sub-No.  2;  Benalillo 
County,  NM,  for  Albuquerque,  NM  in 
Sub-Nos.  2  and  12;  Salt  Lake  City 
County,  UT  for  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  in 
Sub-No.  2;  San  Juan  County,  NM,  for 
Aztec,  NM  in  Sub-No.  2;  Maricopa 
County,  AZ,  for  Phoenix  and  Mesa,  AZ 
in  Sub-No.  2;  Denver  County,  CO  for 
Denver,  CO  in  Sub-No.  5;  and  Curry 
County,  NM  for  Clovis,  NM,  Lea  County, 
NM  for  Hobbs  and  Lovington,  NM,  Dona 
Ana  County,  NM  for  Las  Cruces,  NM, 
Roosevelt  County,  NM  for  Portales,  NM, 
Chaves  County,  NM,  for  Roswell.  NM, 
and  Quay  County,  NM  for  Tucumcari, 
NM,  in  Sub-No.  12. 

MC  115793  (Sub-36)X,  filed  March  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  CALDWELL  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  620,  Lenior,  NC 
28645.  Representative:  Charles  Ephraim, 
406  World  Center  Building,  918 16th 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2,  3, 13, 14, 16, 

17,  23,  26F,  27F,  29F,  31F,  and  32F 
certificates  to  (1)  broaden  its  commodity 
descriptions  (a)  from  new  furniture, 
furniture  parts,  new  furniture  and 
dimension  stock,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
furniture  and  furniture  parts,  except 
commodities  in  bulk,  to  “furniture  and 
fixtures”,  in  the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2,  3, 
13, 16, 17,  23,  29F,  and  31F,  (b)  from  flour, 
prepared  flour  mixes,  icing  mixes,  and 
mix  bases  for  bakery  products  (in 
containers),  and  foodstuffs,  to  “food  and 
related  products”,  in  Sub-Nos.  14  and 
27F,  (c)  from  limestone  and  gypsum 
products,  to  “clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products”,  in  Sub-No.  26F,  and  (d) 
from  tile,  and  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  and  used  by  wholesale  and 
retail  stores  (except  tile  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  to  “such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  and  used  by 
wholesale  and  retail  stores”,  in  Sub-No. 
32F,  (2)  replace  its  facilities  and  cities 
with  county-wide  authority:  in  the  lead, 
Elkin,  Conover,  Hickory,  Lenoir, 
Lincolnton,  and  Newton,  NC,  with  Surry, 
Catawba,  Caldwell,  and  Lincoln 
Counties,  NC;  in  Sub-No.  2,  Marion,  NC, 
with  McDowell  County,  NC;  in  Sub-No. 
13,  facilities  at  St.  Louis,  MO,  with  St. 
Louis,  MO,  and  Cleveland,  TN,  with 
Bradley  County,  TN;  in  Sub-No.  16, 
facilities  at  or  near  Trumann,  AR,  with 
Poinsett  County,  AR,  and  Lenoir  and 
Bryson  City,  NC,  with  Caldwell  and 
Swain  Counties,  NC;  in  Sub-No.  17, 
facilities  at  Springfield,  MO,  with 
Greene  County,  MO,  and  Carthage,  MO, 
with  Jasper  County,  MO;  in  Sub-No-  23, 
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facilities  at  or  near  High  Point,  NC,  with 
Guilford  County,  NC;  in  Sub-No.  26F, 
Irvington,  KY,  with  Breckinridge  County, 
KY;  and  in  Sub-No.  27F,  facilities  at 
Owensboro  and  Henderson,  KY  and 
Evansville,  IN,  with  Owensboro  and 
Henderson,  KY,  and  Evansville,  IN,  and 
(3)  change  its  one-way  authority  to 
radial  authority  between  specified  cities 
and  counties  in  NC,  TN,  MO,  IL,  AR,  KY, 
and  IN,  and  specified  points  in  TN,  VA, 
NC,  GA,  KY,  AL,  NC.  and  SC,  in  each 
sub-number. 

MC  115826  (Sub-600)X,  filed  March  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY,  INC., 
6015-E.  58th  Ave.,  Commerce  City,  CO 
80022.  Representative:  Jack  B.  Wolfe, 
1600  Sherman  Street  #350,  Denver,  CO 
80203.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  276  certificate 
to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk)  to  "food  and 
related  products”,  (2)  remove  an 
originating  at  or  destined  to  restriction, 
(3)  remove  the  restriction  limiting 
service  to  specified  facilities  at  Wallula, 
WA  and  replace  with  Walla  Walla 
County,  WA  and  (4)  broaden  the 
territorial  description  to  radial  authority 
in  place  of  one-way  authority  between 
Walla  Walla  County  and  points  in  CA, 
OR,  NV,  AZ,  UT  and  CO. 

MC  117765  (Sub-315)X,  filed  March  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  HAHN  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  1100  S.  MacArthur,  P.O.  Box  75218, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73147.  • 

Representative:  C.  L.  Phillips,  Room  248, 
Classen  Terrace  Bldg.,  1411  N.  Classen, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73106.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  from  its 
Sub-No.  301F  certificate  (1)  to  broaden 
its  commodity  description  from 
insulating  materials  and  materials  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
installation  of  such  commodities  to 
"building  materials  and  materials  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
installation  of  building  materials”;  and 
(2)  to  remove  the  restriction  against 
service  to  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

MC  118089  (Sub-45)X,  filed  March  24, 
1981.  Applicant:  ROBERT  HEATH 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2501,  2909 
Avenue  “C”,  Lubbock,  TX  79408. 
Representative:  Charles  M.  Williams, 
350  Capitol  Life  Center,  1600  Sherman 
Street,  Denver,  CO  80203.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  lead 
and  Sub-Nos.  11, 12, 16, 17, 18,  24,  25, 
27F,  28,  29F,  32F,  33F,  35F,  38F,  40F,  41F, 
42F,  and  43F  certificates  to  (1)  broaden 


its  commodity  descriptions  (a)  to  “food 
and  related  products,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  thereof’, 
from  bananas,  meats,  meat  products, 
and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  animal  feed,  feed 
ingredients,  and  feed  additives  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  hides,  in  the 
lead  certificate  and  Sub-Nos.  11, 12, 16, 

17, 18,  24,  25,  32F,  33F,  35F,  38F,  40F,  41F, 
and  42F,  (b)  to  "pulp,  paper,  and  related 
products”,  from  paper  and  paper  articles 
(except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  in  Sub- 
Nos.  28F  and  29F,  and  (c)  to  "building 
materials,  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  or 
distribution  thereof’,  from  doors,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  installation  of  doors,  (except  in 
bulk),  in  Sub-No.  43F;  (2)  replace  its 
facilities  and  cities  with  county-wide 
authority:  in  the  lead,  Gulfport,  MS,  with 
Harrison  County,  MS;  in  Sub-No.  11, 
facilities  at  Clovis,  NM,  with  Curry 
County,  NM;  in  Sub-No.  12,  Amarillo, 

TX,  with  Potter  and  Randall  Counties, 
TX;  in  Sub-Nos.  16,  and  18,  facilities  at 
or  near  Cactus,  TX,  with  Moore  County, 
TX;  in  Sub-Nos.  17,  32F,  and  42F, 
facilities  at  or  near  Amarillo,  TX,  with 
Potter  and  Randall  Counties,  TX;  in  Sub- 
Nos.  24,  and  25,  facilities  at  or  near 
Wallula,  WA,  with  Walla  Walla  County, 
WA;  in  Sub-No.  28  and  29F,  Monroe  and 
W'est  Monroe,  LA,  with  Ouachita  Parish, 
LA;  in  Sub-No.  33F,  facilities  at  or  near 
Los  Angeles  and  Irvine,  CA,  with  Los 
Angeles  and  Irvine,  CA;  in  Sub-No.  35F, 
facilities  at  or  near  Amarillo,  TX,  and 
Vernon,  CA,  with  Potter  and  Randall 
Counties,  TX,  and  Los  Angeles  County, 
CA;  in  Sub-No.  38F,  facilities  at  or  near 
Plainview  and  Friona,  TX,  with  Hale 
and  Parmer  Counties,  TX;  in  Sub-No. 

40F,  facilities  at  or  near  El  Paso  and 
Lubbock,  TX,  with  El  Paso  and  Lubbock 
Counties,  TX;  in  Sub-No.  41F,  Clovis, 

NM,  and  Laredo,  TX,  with  Curry  County, 
NM,  and  Webb  County,  TX;  and  in  Sub- 
No.  43F,  Tacoma,  WA,  with  Pierce  and 
King  Counties,  WA;  (3)  change  its  one¬ 
way  authority  to  radial  authority 
between  the  named  cities  and  counties 
and  points  and  specified  points  in 
numerous  cities,  counties,  and  states 
throughout  the  U.S.,  in  each  certificate; 
and  (4)  eliminate  (a)  the  restriction 
limiting  transportation  to  shipments  in 
-  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refreigeration,  in  Sub-No.  27F,  (b)  the 
originating  at  and  destined,  to 
restrictions,  in  Sub-Nos.  11, 12, 16, 17, 18, 
24,  25,  27F,  32F,  and  40F,  and  (c)  the  AK 
and  HI  exception,  in  Sub-No.  33F. 


MC  119099  (Sub-38)X,  filed  March  23. 
1981.  Applicant:  BJORKLUND 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1st  Avenue  N.E.  and 
8th  St.,  Buffalo,  MN  55313. 

Representative:  Val  M.  Higgins,  1600 
TCF  Tower,  121  So.  8th  Street, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  from  its  Sub-No. 
31F  Certificate  (1)  to  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  “roofing 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  roofing”  to  “Building  materials  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
building  materials”;  (2)  to  expand  the 
territorial  scope  from  Peoria.  IL  to  points 
in  Peoria,  Woodford  and  Tazewell 
Counties,  IL;  (3)  to  eliminate  the 
facilities  restriction;  and  (4)  remove  the 
“originating  at  or  destined  to" 
restriction. 

MC  120735  (Sub-85)X,  filed  March  23. 
1981.  Applicant  STAR  DELIVERY  & 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  39,  Canton. 

IL  61520.  Representative:  James  C. 
Hardman,  33  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60602.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  6,  9, 42,  and 
43  certificates:  (1)  to  broaden  its 
commodity  description  from  plastic 
article,  rubber  articles,  plastic  pipe,  etc. 
to  “plastic  and  rubber  products",  in  Sub- 
Nos.  6,  9,  42,  and  43;  (2)  to  remove  the 
originating  at  and  destined  to  restriction 
in  Sub-No.  9;  (3)  to  remove  the 
restriction  against  the  transportation  of 
“Mercer"  commodities  in  Sub-No.  42;  (4) 
to  replace  authority  to  serve  named 
points  with  authority  to  serve  counties: 
Ashtabula  County,  OH  for  Ashtabula, 
OH,  in  Sub-No.  6;  Crawford  County,  PA 
for  Conneautville,  PA,  Rock  Island 
County,  IL  for  Rock  Island,  and  Moline, 
IL  in  Sub-No.  9;  Boone  County,  MO  for 
Columbia,  MO  in  Sub-No.  42;  Crawford 
County,  PA  for  Conneautville,  PA,  and 
La  Porte  County,  IN  for  La  Porte,  IN  in 
Sub-No.  43;  (5)  and  to  replace  existing 
one-way  authority  with  radial  authority 
between  Ashtabula  County,  OH, 
Crawford  County,  PA,  and  Boone 
County,  MO  and  specified  counties  and 
states  generally  in  the  midwest  and 
western  U.S.  in  Sub-Nos.  6.  9,  42  and  43. 

MC  124230  (Sub-44)X,  filed  March  23. 
1981.  Applicant  C.  B.  JOHNSON,  INC., 
P.O.  Drawer  S,  Cortez,  CO  81321. 
Representative:  David  E.  Driggers.  1600 
Lincoln  Ctr.,  1660  Lincoln  St.,  Denver, 
CO.  802364. 

Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-No.  19F  certificate  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  description:  (a) 
from  ore  and  ore  concentrates  to  "ores 
and  minerals”;  (b)  from  mining  and 
milling  equipment  and  supplies  to 
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‘‘machinery,  and  those  commodities 
which  because  of  their  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  handling  or 
equipment”;  and  (c)  from  clay,  sand, 
gravel,  shale  and  aggregates,  in  bulk  to 
‘‘commodities  in  bulk”;  (2)  expand  city 
to  county-wide  authority  and  authorize 
radial  operations  in  place  of  existing 
one-way  service:  between  El  Paso  Co  (El 
Paso)  TX  and  points  in  AZ,  NM  and 
Grand  Co,  UT  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Garfield,  Mesa, 

Delta,  Montrose  and  San  Miguel  Cos, 

CO  and  Grant  Co,  UT. 

MC  128133  (Sub-31  )X,  filed  March  19, 
1981.  Applicant:  H.  H.  OMPS,  INC., 

Route  7,  Box  295,  Winchester,  VA  22601. 
Representative:  Jeremy  Kahn,  Suite  733, 
Investment  Building,  1511  K  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  2, 
10, 11, 15, 18,  20,  24F,  25F  and  26F 
certificates  and  in  certificates  MC- 
141103  and  MC-21143  (acquired  in  MC- 
F-13623),  (1)  to  replace  existing  one  way 
authority  with  radial  authority:  in  MC- 
128133  Sub-Nos.  2;  10;  11,  sheet  2;  15;  18; 
20;  24F;  25F;  and  26F;  in  the  irregular- 
route  portions  of  MC-141103;  and  in 
MC-21143;  all  generally  between  named 
points  in  MD,  PA,  VA,  and  WV;  (2)  to 
authorize  between  movements  in  place 
of  one-way  authority,  between  named 
points  in  PA,  MD,  VA,  and  WV,  in  the 
regular-route  portion  of  MC-141103;  (3) 
to  authorize  service  at  all  intermediate 
points  on  its  authorized  regular  routes  in 
MC-141103:  between  Winchester,  VA 
and  Martinsburg,  WV;  between 
Baltimore,  MD  and  Winchester,  VA; 
between  Lancaster,  PA  and  Winchester, 
VA;  between  Winchester,  VA  and 
Romney,  WV;  and  between 
Martinsburg,  WV  and  Winchester,  VA; 
(4)  to  replace  authority  to  serve  named 
points  with  county-wide  authority:  in 
MC-128133,  Frederick  County,  VA  for 
Winchester,  Clear  Brook,  and  Stephens 
City,  VA  in  Sub-Nos.  2,  sheet  2 ;  10;  11, 
sheets  1  and  2;  and  Sub-No.  15,  sheet  2; 
Carroll  County,  MD  for  Keymar,  MD  in 
Sub-No.  11,  sheet  1;  Caroline  County, 

VA  for  Milford,  VA  in  Sub-No.  II,  sheet 
2;  Montgomery  County,  MD  for 
Gaithersburg,  MD  in  Sub-No.  11,  sheet  2; 
Westmoreland  County,  PA  for  New 
Alexandria,  PA  in  Sub-No.  15,  sheet  1, 
and  Sub-No.  26F;  Chemung  County,  NY 
for  Elmira,  NY  in  Sub-No.  15,  sheet  2; 
Berkley  County,  WV  for  Martinsburg, 
WV  in  Sub-No.  18;  Shenandoah  County, 
VA  for  Middletown  and  Strasburg,  VA 
in  Sub-Nos.  15,  sheet  2,  20,  and  25F;  and 
Indiana  County,  PA  for  Indiana,  PA  in 
Sub-No.  26F;  in  MC-141103,  irregular 
route  portion,  Frederick  County,  VA  for 
Winchester,  VA;  and  in  MC-21143, 
Frederick  County,  VA  for  Winchester, 


VA  in  paragraphs  3  and  4;  Blair  County, 
PA  for  Altoona,  PA  in  paragraph  3; 
Adams  County,  PA  for  Gettysburg,  PA 
in  paragraph  3;  Cambria  County,  PA  for 
Johnstown,  PA  in  paragraph  3;  Fayette 
County,  PA  for  Uniontown,  PA  in 
paragraph  3;  Washington  County,  MD 
for  Hagerstown  and  Williamsport,  MD, 
in  paragraphs  3, 4,  and  5;  Berkley 
County,  WV  for  Hedgesvill,  WV  in 
paragraph  5;  and  Frederick  County,  MD 
for  Frederick,  MD  in  paragraph  5;  (5)  to 
broaden  its  commodity  descriptions:  in 
MC-128133,  from  coal  to  “coal  and  coal 
products"  in  Sub-No.  2,  sheets  1  and  2; 
from  oil  to  “petroleum,  natural  gas,  and 
their  products”  in  Sub-No.  2,  sheet  2; 
from  agricultural  lime,  limestone, 
fertilizers  in  bulk,  fly  ash  in  bulk,  salt  in 
bulk,  etc  to  “commodities  in  bulk”  in 
Sub-Nos.  2,  sheet  2;  10;  15,  sheet  1  and  2; 
18;  20;  24F;  25F;  and  26F;  and  from  dry 
fertilizer,  potash,  etc  to  “chemicals  and 
related  products”  in  Sub-No.  11,  sheets  1 
and  2;  in  MC-141103,  from  feed  to  "food 
and  related  products”  in  paragraphs  1,  3, 
4.  and  5  of  the  regular  route  portion; 
from  fertilizer  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products”  in  paragraphs  1,  3,  and  5, 
regular-route  portion,  and  paragraphs  1 
and  2  irregular  route  portion;  from 
lumber  to  “wood  and  lumber  products” 
in  paragraph  2,  irregular  route  portion, 
and;  from  spraying  materials  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products"  in 
paragraph  2,  irregular  route  portion;  and 
in  MC-21143,  from  stone,  cement, 
crushed  stone,  etc  to  “clay,  concrete, 
glass,  or  stone  products”  in  paragraphs  1 
and  6;  from  apples,  peaches,  fruit,  grain, 
and  poultry  to  “food  and  related 
products"  in  paragraphs  3,  5  and  7;  from 
lumber  to  “wood  and  lumber  products” 
in  paragraph  5;  from  road  building 
machinery,  etc  to  “machinery"  in 
paragraph  1,  and  from  agricultural  lime, 
fertilizers,  and  spraying  materials  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products"  in 
paragraphs  2,  4,  and  6;  (6)  to  remove 
facilities  restrictions  in  MC-128133,  Sub- 
Nos.  10, 11,  and  26F;  and  (7)  to  remove 
bulk  or  vehicle  restrictions  in  MC- 
128133,  Sub-No.  2,  sheet  1  (in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles)  and  Sub-No.  15,  sheet  1, 
(pneumatic  trailers). 

MC  133689  (Sub-366)  X,  filed  March  26, 
1981.  Applicant:  OVERLAND  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  8651  Naples  Street  NE.,  Blaine,  MN 
55434.  Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  133, 158,  212F,  and  215F 
certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  to  (a)  “such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  discount 
and  department  stores”  from  such 
merchandise  as  it  dealt  in  by  wholesale 
and  retail  department  stores,  in  Sub-No. 


133;  and  (b)  “such  commodities  as  is 
dealt  in  by  discount  and  department 
stores  and  grocery  and  food  business 
houses”  from:  such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  discount  and  variety  stories, 
and  foodstuffs  in  mixed  shipments  with 
commodities  described  above,  in  Sub- 
No.  158;  such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in 
by  discount  and  department  stores,  and 
foodstuffs  in  mixed  shipments  with  the 
commodities  described  above,  in  Sub- 
No.  212F;  and  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  grocery  and  food  business 
houses,  and  by  discount  and  department 
stores,  and  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such 
business,  in  Sub-No.  215F;  (2)  remove 
the  “except  commodities  in  bulk" 
restrictions  in  the  above  named 
subnumbers  and  the  except  foodstuff 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  158  and  212F;  (3) 
remove  the  restrictions  limiting  service 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  and  or  destined  to  named 
points;  and  (4)  change  its  one-way 
authorities  to  radial  authorities  between 
points  in  the  eastern  and  central  parts  of 
the  U.S. 

MC  134038  (Sub-9)X,  filed  February 
19, 1981,  previously  noticed  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  4, 1981, 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  MAJOR  TRANSIT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  7,  Caneyville,  KY  42721. 
Representative:  John  M.  Nader,  1600 
Citizens  Plaza,  Louisville,  KY  40202. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  its  Sub-Nos.  1,  2,  3,  4,  5  and  6 
certificates  by  (1)  removing  all 
exceptions  to  its  general  commodities 
authority,  except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives  in  each  certificate;  (2) 
authorizing  service  at  all  intermediate 
points  (a)  in  Sub-No.  3  between 
Louisville  and  Calhoun,  KY;  (b)  in  Sub- 
No.  4  between  Nortonville  and 
Louisville,  KY;  and  between  junction 
U.S.  Highway  41-A  with  the  Webster- 
Hopkins  County  line,  and  Earlington, 

KY;  and  (c)  in  Sub-No.  6,  part  A, 
between  Central  City,  KY  and  Nashville, 
TN;  and  (3)  removing  the  restriction 
against  service  (a)  between  Louisville 
and  Morgantown,  KY  in  Sub-No.  1,  (b)  at 
Bowling  Green  as  to  traffic  originating 
at,  destined  to,  or  interchanged  at 
Louisville,  KY  in  Sub-No.  3,  (c)  at 
Hopkinsville,  KY,  as  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  or 
interchanged  at  Louisville,  KY,  in  Sub- 
No.  4,  (d)  against  the  handling  of  traffic 
originating  at.  destined  to,  or 
interchanged  at  points  in  the  Paducah, 
KY  commercial  zone  in  Sub-No.  4;  and 
(e)  at  Central  City,  KY  as  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  or 
interchanged  at  Louisville,  KY  or  points 
in  its  commercial  zone,  in  Sub-No.  6, 
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part  A.  The  purpose  o|  this  republication 
is  to  correct  certain  errors  in  scope  of 
the  original  notice. 

MC 134477  (Sub-440)X,  filed  March  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Road,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Fischbach, 
P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul.  MN  55164. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  228F,  229F,  361F,  396F 
and  406F  certificates  to  (A)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  in  those 
authorities  from  chemicals  (except  in 
bulk),  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products”;  (B)  broaden  the  territorial 
scope  by  replacing  one-way  with  radial 
authority  as  follows:  (a)(1)  between 
points  in  IN,  KY,  MI,  OH  and  TN  and 
named  facilities  in  IL,  IA,  KS,  MN,  MO, 
NE  and  WI  and  (2)  between  Chicago,  IL, 
and  named  facilities  in  IA,  KS,  MN,  MO, 
NE  and  WI,  in  Sub-No.  228F;  (b) 
between  points  in  CT,  DE,  ME,  MD,  MA, 
NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  VA,  and  WV  and  named 
facilities  in  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  MN,  MO,  NE, 
and  WI,  in  Sub-No.  229F;  (c)(1)  between 
points  in  CT,  DE,  IL,  IN,  KY,  ME,  MD, 
MA,  MI,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA,  RI,  TN,  TX, 

VA  and  WV  and  points  in  ND,  and  SD; 
and  (2)  between  points  in  TX  and  points 
in  MN,  ND,  SD,  and  WI  in  Sub-No.  361; 
(d)  between  points  in  CT,  DE,  KY,  ME, 
MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  TN,  VA  and 
WV  to  named  facilities  in  OH,  in  Sub- 
No.  396F;  and  (e)  between  points  in  AR, 
LA,  OK  and  TX  and  points  in  IL,  IN,  IA, 
KS,  MN,  MO,  NE  and  WI  in  Sub-No. 
406F;  and  (C)  remove  the  restriction 
limiting  transportation  to  traffic  • 
originating  at  the  origin  points  and 
destined  to  named  facilities  in  Sub-Nos. 
228F,  229F  and  396F,  to  authorize  the 
above  service  at  facilities  in  named 
states,  and  remove  an  originating  at  and 
destined  to  named  states  restriction  in 
Sub-No.  406. 

MC  134724  (Sub-12)X,  filed  March  24, 
1981.  Applicant:  BIG  RIG 
REFRIGERATION,  INC.,  1618  North  75th 
Street,  Omaha,  NE  68114. 

Representative:  Arlyn  L.  Westergren, 
Suite  201, 9202  West  Dodge  Road, 
Omaha,  NE  68114.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  from  its  Sub-Nos.  3 
and  11F  certificates  to  (1)  change  the  » 
commodity  descriptions  from  meat, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  etc.,  to 
“food  and  related  products”;  (2)  delete 
the  exceptions  of  “hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk”;  (3)  eliminate  the 
named  facilities  limitations;  (4)  remove 
the  “originating  at”  restrictions  in  Sub- 
No.  3;  (5)  replace  city-wide  with  county¬ 
wide  authority:  in  Sub-No.  3,  Council 
Bluffs  with  Pottawattamie  County,  IA; 
and  Ottumwa  with  Wapello  County,  IA; 
and  (6)  authorize  radial  service  between 


specified  points  in  IA  and  NE,  and, 
points  in  11  Eastern  States  and  DC. 

MC  136545  (Sub-36)X,  filed  March  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  NUSSBERGER  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  929  Railroad  St.. 
Prentice,  WI  54556.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Westley,  4506  Regent  Street, 
Suite  100,  Madison,  WI  53705.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
No.  19F  certificate  to  (1)  remove 
facilities  limitations,  (2)  change  one  way 
to  radial  authority  between  (a)  Chicago, 
IL  and  Bedford  Park,  IL,  and  points  in 
WI  (except  points  in  11  WI  counties) 
and  (b)  Chicago,  IL,  and,  Dodge  Center, 
MN  and  Pepin,  WI,  and  (3)  remove  the 
restriction  that  limits  traffic  to 
transportation  that  originates  at  and  is 
destined  to  named  points. 

MC  136553  (Sub-107)X,  filed  March  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  ART  PAPE  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  1080  East  12th  Street,  Dubuque,  IA 
52001.  Representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  2400  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  1,  21, 
40,  62F  certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  (a)  iron  and 
steel  articles,  except  commodities  which 
require  special  equipment  to  “metal 
products”  in  Sub-No.  1,  (b)  general 
commodities  (with  exceptions)  to 
"general  commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives)”  in  Sub-No.  21  and  40, 
(c)  roofing  materials  (except  in  bulk)  to 
“building  materials”  in  Sub-No.  62;  (2) 
delete  plantsite  facilities  restrictions  in 
Sub-Nos.  1,  and  62;  (3)  eliminate  the 
restriction  of  shipments  having  a  prior 
movement  by  water  or  water  carrier  in 
Sub-Nos.  21,  and  40;  (4)  replace  city¬ 
wide  service  with  county-wide 
authority:  Porter  County  for  Burns 
Harbor,  IN,  in  Sub-No.  1;  Dubuque 
County  for  Dubuque,  IA,  in  Sub-No.  21; 
La  Salle  County  for  Seneca,  IL,  in  Sub- 
No.  40;  Cook  County  for  Chicago 
Heights,  IL,  in  Sub-No.  62;  and  (4) 
authorize  radial  service  between  the 
counties  listed  above  and  points  in  IA, 
IL,  MN,  WI,  IN,  in  all  referenced 
authorities. 

MC  136911  (Sub-6)X,  filed  March  25, 
1981.  Applicant:  PACKAGE  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  22  Tyler  Street,  P.O.  Box  187, 
Springfield,  MA  01109.  Representative: 
David  M.  Marshall,  101  State  Street, 
Suite  304,  Springfield,  MA  01103. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  the 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  1  and  5F 
certificates  which  impose  weight 
limitations  of  not  exceeding  50  pounds 
per  package  and  250  pounds  per 
shipment  in  Sub-No.  1,  and  not 
exceeding  75  pounds  per  package  and 
400  pounds  per  shipment  in  Sub-No.  5F. 

MC  138902  (Sub-20)X,  filed  February 
25, 1981,  previously  noticed  in  the 


Federal  Register  of  March  20, 1981, 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  ERB  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  65,  Crozet, 
VA  22932.  Representative:  Harry  C. 
Ames,  ]r.,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Building, 
666  Eleventh  Street  NW„  Washington, 
DC  20001.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  authority  acquired  in 
MC-F-13930  (the  following  Sub-Nos. 
refer  to  those  under  docket  MC-138835 
which  is  the  acquired  authority)  to  (1) 
change  the  commodity  descriptions  from 
frozen  foods  in  Sub-Nos.  2,  4, 18,  26,  27, 
and  32,  frozen  foods  (except  in  bulk),  in 
Sub-Nos.  3,  29,  and  30,  meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  by-products,  dairy 
products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat-packinghouses  as  described  in 
Modifications  of  Permits — Packing 
House  Products,  46  M.C.C.  23,  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (with 
or  without  exceptions  of  commodities  in 
bulk  or  hides),  prepared  foodstuffs  and 
frozen  bakery  goods  in  Sub-No.  4,  from 
frozen  bakery  products  in  Sub-No.  15, 
from  frozen  foodstuffs  in  Sub-No.  20, 
and  from  foodstuffs,  packaging 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  production  of  frozen 
foods  (except  in  bulk),  to  “food  and 
related  products”;  (2)  remove  facilities 
limitations  at  Crozet,  VA  in  Sub-Nos.  2. 
3,  4, 18,  and  24,  Cleveland,  OH,  New 
Albany,  IN,  and  Goodlettsville,  TN,  in 
Sub-No.  4,  Pottstown,  PA,  in  Sub-No.  15, 
Russellville,  AR,  in  Sub-No.  18, 
Greenville,  MI,  In  Sub-No.  20,  Seabrook, 
NJ,  in  Sub-No.  26,  Syracuse,  NY,  in  Sub- 
No.  27,  Plover,  WI,  in  Sub-Nos.  29  and 
30,  and  Cumberland,  Gloucester,  and 
Salem  Counties,  NJ,  in  Sub-No.  32;  (3) 
substitute  Albemarle  County,  VA,  for 
Crozet,  VA,  in  Sub-Nos.  2,  3,  4, 18  and 
24;  Dane  County,  WI,  for  Madison,  WI, 
in  Sub-No.  4;  Pope  County,  AR,  for 
Russellville,  AR,  in  Sub-No.  18; 

Davidson  County,  TN,  for 
Goodlettsville,  TN,  in  Sub-No.  4; 
Montgomery  County,  PA,  for  Pottstown, 
PA,  in  Sub-Nos.  4  and  15;  Montcalm 
County,  MI,  for  Greenville,  MI,  in  Sub- 
No.  20;  Cumberland  County,  NJ,  for 
Seabrook,  NJ,  in  Sub-No.  26;  Onandaga 
County,  NY,  for  Syracuse,  NY,  in  Sub- 
No.  27;  Portage  County,  WI,  for  Plover, 
WI,  in  Sub-Nos.  29  and  30;  and  Kent  and 
Ionia  Counties,  MI,  for  Lake  Odessa  and 
Grand  Rapids,  MI,  in  Sub-No.  32:  (3) 
delete  vehicle  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  3 
and  4;  (4)  remove  the  exceptions  of  (a) 
bakery  goods  moving  from  Toledo  and 
Cleveland,  OH,  in  Sub-No.  3,  (b)  dairy 
products  moving  from  Madison,  WI,  in 
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Sub-No.  4;  (5)  remove  originating  at  or 
destined  to  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  2,  3, 

4. 18,  24.  26,  29,  30,  and  32;  (6)  remove  an 
interlining  restriction  in  Sub-No.  4;  and 
(7)  change  one-way  to  radial  authority 
(a)  between  Albemarle  County,  VA  and 
Cleveland  and  Toledo,  OH  and  29 
eastern,  southern,  and  midwestern 
States  in  Sub-Nos.  2,  3,  4, 18,  and  24,  (b) 
between  Cleveland,  OH,  and  10 
northeastern  and  mid-atlantic  States 
and  DC  in  Sub-No.  4,  (c)  between  Dane 
County,  WI,  and  NC,  VA,  MD,  WV,  and 
DC  in  Sub-No.  4,  (d)  between  New 
Albany,  IN,  and  MO,  IL,  IN,  OH,  WV, 

KY,  TN,  PA,  VA,  NC,  SC,  and  GA  in 
Sub-No.  4,  (e)  between  Davidson 
County,  TN,  and  AL,  GA,  KY,  NC,  SC, 
VA.  and  WV  in  Sub-No.  4,  (f)  between 
Montgomery  County,  PA,  and  CT,  KY, 
MA.  NC.  OH.  RI,  SC,  TN,  VA,  and  WV, 
in  Sub-Nos.  4  and  15,  (g)  between 
Montcalm  County,  MI  and  15  southern 
and  eastern  States  and  DC  in  Sub-No. 

20,  (h)  between  Cumberland  County,  NJ 
and  NJ.  PA,  OH,  IN,  IL.  KY,  and  MI,  in 
Sub-No.  26,  (i)  between  Onandaga 
County,  NY  and  13  eastern  and  mid- 
atlantic  States  in  Sub-No.  27,  (j)  between 
Portage  County,  WI,  and  23  eastern, 
southern  and  midwestern  States  in  Sub- 
Nos.  29  and  30,  and  (k)  between  Kent 
and  Ionia  Counties,  MI  and  Cumberland. 
Gloucester,  and  Salem  Counties,  NJ,  in 
Sub-No.  32.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  indicate  the  removal 
of  a  facilities  limitation  at  Crozet,  VA  in 
Sub-No.  4;  indicate  in  proposed  change 
10(B),  that  DC  is  included;  and  in 
proposed  change  10(G),  that  Montcalm 
County  is  in  MI  and  that  only  15 
southern  and  eastern  States  and  DC  are 
involved  in  the  Sub  20. 

MC  141094  (Sub-5)X,  filed  March  25. 
1981.  Applicant:  ACME  TRUCKING, 
INC..  175  W.  Poplar  Street,  Newark,  OH 
43055.  Representative:  Frank  L.  Calvary, 
3066  N.  Star  Road,  Columbus,  OH  43221. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  1  and  2F  certificates  to 
(1)  broaden  the  commodity  description 
from  (a)  plastic  pipe,  plastic  articles, 
pipe  couplings  and  fittings  and  adhesive 
cement  to  “rubber  and  plastic  products 
and  metal  products”  in  Sub-No.  1;  (b) 
plastic  material  and  products  to  “rubber 
and  plastic  products”  in  Sub-No.  2,  Part 
(1):  (2)  broaden  the  territorial  scope  to 
authorize  county-wide  service  in  lieu  of 
city-wide  authority:  Hillard  and  Union 
Township  (Licking  County,  OH)  to 
Franklin  and  Licking  Counties.  OH,  in 
Sub-No.  1;  Obetz  and  Newark,  OH  to 
Franklin  and  Licking  Counties,  OH  in 
Sub-No.  2;  (3)  delete  and  “in  bulk" 
restriction  in  Sub-No.  1:  and  (4) 
authorize  radial  service  in  lieu  of 
existing  one-way  authority  between 


Franklin  and  Licking  Counties,  OH,  and 
points  in  numerous  States  and  DC,  in 
Sub-No.  1. 

MC  141578  (Sub-5)X,  filed  March  24, 
1981.  Applicant:  KEE 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  1830 
East  21st  Street.,  Jacksonville,  FL  32206. 
Representative:  Norman  J.  Bolinger, 

Suite  225,  3100  University  Blvd.  So., 
Jacksonville,  FL  32216.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  4F 
certificate  to  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  general  commodities, 
with  exceptions  to  “general 
commodities  (except  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives)"  and  remove  the  “ex-rail” 
and  “ex-water"  restrictions. 

MC  142349  (Sub-2)X,  filed  March  27, 
1981.  Applicant:  SE-BE  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  Box  392,  Denver,  Iowa  50622. 
Representative:  Grant  J.  Merritt,  4444 
IDS  Center,  80  South  Eight  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55402. 

Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-No.  1  certificate  to  (1)  broaden 
the  commodity  description  from  iron  or 
steel  to  “metal  products";  (2)  remove  the 
plantsite  restriction  at  Chicago,  IL;  and 
(3)  change  its  one-way  authority  to 
radial  authority  between  Chicago,  IL, 
and  IA. 

MC  142987  (Sub-1  )X,  filed  March  20. 
1981.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  C. 

CHER  WIN,  d.b.a.  BROADY 
ENTERPRISES.  1955  Diehl  Road, 

Aurora.  IL  60505.  Representative: 

Richard  A.  Westley,  4506  Regent  Street, 
Suite  100.  Madison,  WI  53705.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  lead 
permit  to  broaden  the  territorial 
authority  to  serve  between  points  in  the 
United  States  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  a  named  shipper. 

MC  144186  (Sub-8)X,  filed  March  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  56  Pebble  Drive,  Baltimore,  MD 
21225.  Representative:  Ronald  N.  Cobert, 
1730  M  Street  NW„  Suite  501 
Washington,  DC  20036.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  lead  and 
Sub-Nos.  IF,  3F,  4F,  and  5F  certificates, 
and  in  its  Permit  No.  150274F  and  Sub- 
No.  IF  to  (1)  broaden  its  commodity 
descriptions  from  general  commodities 
(with  exceptions),  to  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  in  the  lead  certificate  and 
Sub-Nos.  IF,  3F,  and  4F,  and  Sub-No.  IF 
permit;  (2)  replace  its  facilities  and/or 
cities  with  city-wide  or  county-wide 
authority:  in  Sub-No.  IF,  facilities  at  or 
near  Baltimore.  MD,  and  Chicago,  IL, 
with  Baltimore,  MD,  and  Chicago,  IL;  in 
Sub-No.  3F,  named  shippers  association 
facilities  at  Baltimore,  MD,  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Francisco,  CA,  and  Dallas  and 
Houston,  TX,  with  Baltimore,  MD,  Los 
Angeles,  Orange,  Ventura,  Marin.  San 


1981  /  Notices 


Francisco  and  San  Mateo  Counties,  CA, 
Collin,  Dallas,  Denton.  Ellis,  Rockwall 
and  Tarrant  Counties,  TX,  and  Brazoria, 
Chambers,  Fort  Bend,  Galveston,  Harris, 
Liberty  and  Montgomery  Counties,  TX, 
in  Sub-No.  4F.  facilities  at  Baltimore, 

MD,  with  Baltimore,  MD,  and  Atlanta, 

Ga,  with  Clayton,  Cobb,  Dekalb,  and 
Fulton  Counties,  GA;  and  in  Sub-No.  5F, 
facilities  at  or  near  Harve  de  Grace,  MD, 
with  Harford  County,  MD;  (3)  replace  its 
one-way  authority  with  radial  authority, 
between  Baltimore,  MD  and  points  in 
counties  in  CA  and  TX  and  between 
counties  in  CA,  and  counties  in  TX,  and 
Baltimore,  MD,  Richmond,  VA, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  New  York,  NY,  and 
DC,  in  Sub-No.  3F;  (4)  broaden  its 
territory  authority  to  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  a  named  shipper,  in  the  lead 
permit;  and  (5)  remove  the  AK  and  HI 
exception  in  the  lead  permit. 

MC  145115  (Sub-4)X,  filed  March  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  NY,  NJ,  CONN, 

FREIGHT  &  MESSENGER  CORP.,  351 
West  38th  St.,  New  York,  NY  10123. 
Representative:  Ronald  I.  Shapss,  450 
Seventh  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10123. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  lead  and  Sub-No.  3F  permit  to 
expand  the  territorial  authority  to 
"between  points  in  the  United  States" 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  named 
shipper,  and  remove  the  except  in  bulk 
restriction  in  the  lead  to  authorize  such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  retail 
department  stores  in  both  permits. 

MC  146751  (Sub-10)X,  Hied  March  23, 
1981.  Applicant:  J.  C.  LAWRENCE 
TRUCKING,  INC..  P.O.  Box  5331,  Lake 
Station,  IN  46405.  Representative:  Fred 
H.  Daly,  2550  M  St.  NW,  Suite  475, 
Washington,  DC  20037.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  7F 
and  9F  certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  (a) 
refractories,  and  (b)  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
installation  of  refractories  to  “clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products”  in 
Sub-No.  9F  and  from  (a)  trailer  axles, 
assemblies  and  accessories  and  (b) 
materials,  equipment,  supplies  and 
machinery  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
products  named  in  (a)  above  to  “metal 
articles,  transportation  equipment  and 
machinery”,  (2)  remove  the  facilities 
limitation  in  Sub-No.  9F  and  replace  city 
with  county-wide  authority:  Cecil  and 
Garrett  Counties,  MD  for  Jennings  and 
Leslie,  MD;  Jefferson  County,  AL  for 
Fairfield,  and  Bessemer,  AL;  Gordon 
County,  GA  for  Calhoun,  GA;  Cape  May 
County,  NJ  for  Cape  May,  NJ;  Scioto  and 
Portage  Counties,  OH  for  Portsmouth 
and  Windham,  OH;  Huntingdon  County, 
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PA  for  Mt.  Union,  PA;  Andrain  and 
Callaway  Counties,  MO  for  Fulton  and 
Vandalia,  MO;  and,  Lake  County,  IN  for 
Hammond,  IN,  and  (3)  replace  city  with 
county-wide  authority:  Montgomery 
County,  AL  for  Montgomery,  AL,  in  Sub- 
No.  ,7F. 

MC  147348  (Sub-12)X,  filed  March  20. 
1981.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
FREIGHT  DISTRIBUTORS,  INC.,  1320 
Henderson,  North  Little  Rock,  AR  72114. 
Representative:  James  M.  Duckett,  411 
Pyramid  Life  Building,  Little  Rock,  AR 
72201.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  6F,  9F  and 
10F  certificates  and  MC-148723  Sub-No. 
2F  permit  to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  general  commodities, 
w'ith  exceptions  to  "general 
commodities  {except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives)”  in  Sub-No.  6F;  (2)  remove 
the  restriction  “except  in  bulk"  in  Sub- 
Nos.  9F  and  10F  and  Sub-No.  2F  permit: 
(3)  eliminate  the  facilities  limitation  in 
Sub-Nos.  6F,  9F  and  10F;  (4)  change  citv- 
wide  to  county-wide  authority  from  [a) 
Little  Rock  to  Pulaski  County,  AR  in 
Sub-Nos.  6F,  9F  and  10F;  (b)  Fayetteville 
to  Washington  County,  AR,  Springfield 
to  Green  County,  MO,  Jefferson  City  to 
Cole  County,  MO,  Sikeston  to  Scott 
County,  MO,  Cape  Girardeau  to  Cape 
Girardeau  County,  MO,  Temple  to  Bell 
County ,TX,  Longview  to  Gregg 
County ,TX,  Texarkana  to  Bowie  County. 
TX.  San  Angelo  to  Tom  Green  County, 
TX,  Monroe  to  Ouachita  Parish,  LA,  and 
Lawton  to  Comanche  County,  OK  in 
Sub-No.  6F;  and  San  Antonio  to  Bexar 
County,  TX  in  Sub-No.  9F;  (5)  expand 
one-way  authority  to  radial  authority 
between  Bexar  County,  TX  and  Pulaski 
County,  AR  in  Sub-No.  9F;  (6)  remove 
the  "ex-rail"  restriction  in  Sub-No.  6F; 
and  (7)  broaden  the  territorial 
description  to  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  a 
named  shipper  in  Sub-No.  2F  permit. 

MC  148600  (Sub-10)X,  filed  February 
18. 1981.  previously  noticed  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  2, 1981, 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  TRANSHIELD  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  1000  N.  Harvester  Rd„  West 
Chicago,  IL  60185.  Representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St.,  N.W.. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  2F 
certificate  to  (1)  eliminate  the 
restrictions  prohibiting  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles; 

(2)  replace  a  named  plantsite  at  or  near 
Des  Plaines,  IL,  with  Chicago,  IL;  and  (3) 
remove  the  “except  AK  and  HI" 
restriction  on  its  radial  authority 
between  Des  Plaines  and  points  in  the 
United  States.  The  purpose  of  this 


republication  is  to  correct  the  territory 
in  part  (2)  from  Cook  County,  IL  to 
Chicago,  IL. 

MC  148993  (Sub-3)X,  filed  March  20, 
1981.  Applicant:  TILMON  YEARWOOD. 
14921  South  Kedzie  Avenue,  Markham, 
Illinois  60426.  Representative:  Anthony 
E.  Young,  29  South  La  Salle  Street.  Suite 
350,  Chicago,  Illinois  60603.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
No.  2F  certificate  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  by  removing  the 
commodities  in  bulk  restriction;  and  (2) 
broaden  the  territorial  scope  by  (a) 
replacing  the  named  facility  at 
Schaumburg  with  county-wide,  Du  Page 
and  Cook  Counties,  IL,  and  by  (b) 
replacing  one-way  authority  with  radial 
to  serve  between  Du  Page  and  Cook 
Counties.  IL,  and  points  in  IN,  WI,  MI, 
and  LA. 

MC  149133  (Sub-3)X,  filed  March  24, 
1981.  Applicant:  DIST/TRANS  MULTI¬ 
SERVICES,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
TAHWHEELALEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  7191, 133  Nevada  Blvd.,  Charlotte, 
NC  28217.  Representative:  Wyatt  W. 
Smith  {same  as  applicant).  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
No.  2F  certificates  to  (1)  replace  the 
facilities  located  at  Dalton,  GA, 

Charlotte  and  Greensboro,  NC,  and 
Richmond,  VA.  {2)  to  authorize  radial 
service  between  the  above-named  cities, 
and  points  in  NC.  SC,  GA,  TN,  and  VA; 
and  (3)  eliminate  the  originating  at  and 
destined  to  restriction. 

MC  151037  {Sub-2)X,  filed  March  25. 
1981.  Applicant  ROAD  RAIL 
TRANSPORT.  LTD.,  Suite  201.  4250 
Perimeter  Park  South.  Atlanta.  GA 
30341.  Representative:  Charles  Ephraim, 
406  World  Center  Bldg.,  918-16th  Street, 
NW,  Washington.  DC  20006.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
No.  IF  certificate  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  general 
commodities  (with  exceptions)  to 
“general  commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives)”;  (2)  delete  the 
restriction  against  service  to  AK  and  HI. 

MC  151808  (Sub-2)X,  filed  March  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  SERVICE  LINES.  INC., 
6316  Laurelwood  Drive,  Brentwood,  TN 
37027.  Representative:  Henry  E.  Seaton, 
929  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425  13th  Street, 
N.W..  Washington.  DC  20004.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
No.  IF  certificate  to  (1)  broaden  -the 
commodity  description  from  general 
commodities  (with  exceptions)  to 
“general  commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives)”  and  (2)  authorize 
service  at  all  intermediate  points  along 


its  regular  route  between  Nashville,  TN 
and  St.  Louis,  MO. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10349  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am| 
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Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  251  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251. 
Special  Rule  251  was  published  in 
Federal  Register  on  December  31, 1980, 
at  45  FR  86771.  For  compliance 
procedures,  refer  to  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  December  3. 1980,  at  45  FR 
80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  or  to 
comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  Commission  regulations.  A  copy  of 
any  application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e  g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  fine,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulation.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or.  if  the 
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application  later  become  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract”. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-027 

Decided:  March  18, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Taylor. 

MC  148462  (Sub-4),  filed  March  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  ABLE  TRUCKING, 

INC.,  4425  Highway  31E,  Room  215, 
Clarksville,  IN  47130.  Representative: 
Mark  R.  Feather,  1600  Citizens  Plaza, 
Louisville,  KY  40202.  Transporting,  for  or 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
Government,  general  commodities 
(except  used  household  goods, 
hazardous  or  secret  materials,  and 
sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  151012,  filed  March  16, 1981. 
Applicant:  O.W.L.  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
157  Carolyn  Lane,  Nicholasville,  KY 
40602.  Representative:  Robert  H.  Kinker, 
314  West  Main  St.,  P.O.  Box  464, 
Frankfort,  KY  40602,  502-223-8244. 
Transporting  (1)  for  or  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  Government,  general 
commodities  (except  hazardous  or 
secret  materials,  and  sensitive  weapons 
and  munitions),  and  (2)  shipments 
weighing  100  pounds  or  less,  if 
transported  in  a  motor  vehicle  in  which 
no  one  package  exceeds  100  pounds, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  152672  (Sub-2),  filed  March  17, 
1981.  Applicant:  A.  ROGER  LEASING, 
LTD.,  850  Beaver  Grade  Rd.,  Corapolis, 
PA  15108.  Representative:  Barry 
Weintraub,  Suite  800,  8133  Leesburg 
Pike,  Vienna.  VA  22180,  703-442-8330. 
Transporting  (1)  for  or  on  behalf  of  the 


United  States  Government,  general 
commodities  (except  used  household 
goods,  hazardous  or  secret  materials, 
and  sensitive  weapons  and  munitions) 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  (2)  used 
household  goods  for  the  account  of  the 
United  States  Government  incident  to 
the  performance  of  a  pack-and-crate 
service  on  behalf  of  the  Department  of 
Defense,  between  points  in  the  U.S.  (3) 
shipments  weighing  100  pounds  or  less  if 
transported  in  a  motor  vehicle  in  which 
no  one  package  exceeds  100  pounds, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  and  (4)  as  a 
broker  of  general  commodities  (except 
household  goods),  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-029 

Decided:  March  30, 1981. 

By  the  Commisison  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Taylor. 

MC  5853  (Sub-1),  filed  March  20, 1981. 
Applicant:  NATIONWIDE  MOVING  & 
STORAGE  CORPORATION,  2930 
DeSoto,  P.O.  Box  7577,  Monroe,  LA 
71203.  Representative:  Joseph  E. 

Rebman,  314  North  Broadway,  13th 
Floor,  St.  Louis,  MO  63102,  (314)  421- 
0845.  Transporting  used  household 
goods  for  the  account  of  the  United 
States  Government  incident  to  the 
performance  of  a  pack-and-crate  service 
on  behalf  of  the  Department  of  Defense, 
.between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  149483  (Sub-1),  filed  March  2, 

1981.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRUCK 
BROKERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  236, 
Harrington,  DE  19952.  Representative: 
John  A.  Guernsey,  2001  The  Fidelity 
Bldg.,  Philadelphia,  PA  .19109,  (215)  893- 
4549.  Transporting,  for  or  on  behalf  of 
the  United  States  Government,  general 
commodities  (except  used  household 
goods,  hazardous  or  secret  materials, 
and  sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  150112  (Sub-2),  filed  March  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  FLEXIBLE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  668664, 
Charlotte,  NC  28266.  Representative: 
Mark  R.  Feather,  1600  Citizens  Plaza, 
Louisville,  KY  40202,  (502)  589-5400. 
Transporting,  for  or  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  Government,  general 
commodities  (except  used  household 
goods,  hazardous  or  secret  materials, 
and  sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154892,  filed  March  24, 1981. 
Applicant:  BALD  EAGLE  SERVICES, 
INC.,  8101  Coquina  Avenue,  Ft.  Pierce, 
FL  33450.  Representative:  Ralph  W. 
Bergstrom  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(305)  464-9475.  Transporting  food  and 
other  edible  products  and  byproducts 
intended  for  human  consumption 
(except  alcoholic  beverages  and  drugs), 
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agricultural  limestone  and  fertilizers, 
and  other  soil  conditioners  by  the  owner 
of  the  motor  vehicle  in  such  vehicle, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154902,  filed  March  20, 1981. 
Applicant:  TRANS-WORLD 
INTERMODAL  SYSTEM  INC.,  2260 
University  Ave.  W.,  Windsor,  Ontario, 
Canada  N9B 1E5.  Representative:  Mr. 
Richard  J.  Oliver  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (313)  962-4371,  (519)  258- 
8516.  As  a  broker  of  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-53 

Decided:  March  31, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams 
(Carleton  not  participating). 

MC  154226  (Sub-1),  filed  March  16, 
1981.  Applicant:  T.  Coleman  Express, 

Inc.,  8613  River  Rd.,  Amarillo,  TX  79108. 
Representative:  Barry  Weintraub,  Suite 
800,  8133  Leesburg  Pike,  Vienna,  VA 
22180  (703)  442-8330.  Transporting  (1)  for 
or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
Government,  general  commodities 
(except  used  household  goods, 
hazardous  or  secret  materials,  and 
sensitive  weapons  and  munitions),  (2) 
used  household  goods  for  the  account  of 
the  United  States  Government  incident 
to  the  performance  of  pack-and-crate 
service  on  behalf  of  the  Department  of 
Defense,  (3)  as  a  broker  of  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods), 
and  (4)  shipments  weighing  100  pounds 
or  less  if  transported  in  a  motor  vehicle 
in  which  no  one  package  exceeds  100 
pounds,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-55 

Decided:  March  31, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2. 
members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams 
(Carleton  not  participating). 

MC  91696  (Sub-3),  filed  March  19, 

1981.  Applicant:  HANSON-MAVES 
COMPANY,  Box  1273,  Grand  Forks,  ND 
58201.  Representative:  James  B. 

Hovland,  525  Lumber  Exchange  Bldg.,  10 
South  Fifth  St.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402, 
(612)  340-0808.  Transporting  used 
household  goods  for  the  account  of  the 
United  States  Government  incident  to 
the  performance  of  a  pack-and-crate 
service  on  behalf  of  the  department  of 
Defense,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10348  Filed  4-3-81;  8.45  am| 
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Motor  Carrier  Temporary  Authority 
Application 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  10928  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These 
rules  provide  that  an  original  and  two 
(2)  copies  of  protests  to  an  application 
may  be  filed  with  the  Regional  Office 
named  in  the  Federal  Register 
publication  no  later  than  the  15th 
calendar  day  after  the  date  the  notice  of 
the  filing  of  the  application  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of  the 
protest  must  be  served  on  the  applicant, 
or  its  authorized  representative,  if  any, 
and  the  protestant  must  certify  that  such 
service  has  been  made.  The  protest  must 
identify  the  operating  authority  upon 
which  it  is  predicated,  specifying  the 
“MC”  docket  and  “Sub”  number  and 
quoting  the  particular  portion  of 
authority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also,  the 
protestant  shall  specify  the  service  it 
can  and  will  provide  and  the  amount 
and  type  of  equipment  it  will  make 
available  for  use  in  connection  with  the 
service  contemplated  by  the  TA 
application.  The  weight  accorded  a 
protest  shall  be  governed  by  the 
completeness  and  pertinence  of  the 
protestant’s  information. 

Except  as  qtherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  its 
application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  ICC 
Regional  Office  to  which  protests  are  to 
be  transmitted. 

Note. — All  applications  seek  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  except  as  otherwise  noted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 
(Notice  No.  F-108] 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  I.  Send  protests  to:  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Regional 
Authority  Center,  150  Causeway  Street. 
Room  501,  Boston,  MA  02114. 

MC  154917  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  March 

25, 1981.  Applicant:  R  &  R  SANITATION 
SERVICE.  DIVISION  OF  SCA 
CHEMICAL  SERVICES,  INC.,  Box  422. 
R.D.,  Randolph,  NJ  07869. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934. 
Hazardous  waste  material,  industrial 
waste  material,  and  debris  categorized 
as  hazardous  or  potentially  hazardous, 
as  defined  by  Public  Law  94-580  known 
as  Resources  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1976,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  There  are  six 


statements  in  support  of  this  application 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  I.C.C. 
Regional  Office  in  Boston,  MA. 

MC  42798  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  March 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  LABER  RUSSO 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC.,  1198 
Atwood  Avenue,  Johnston,  RI 02919. 
Representative:  Charles  R.  Reilly,  391 
Davisville  Road,  North  Kingstown,  RI 
02852.  Petroleum  or  coal  products 
between  points  in  CT,  MA,  and  RI. 
Supporting  shippers):  F.  L.  Roberts  & 

Co.,  23  VV.  Broad  St.,  Springfield,  MA 
01101;  Mendel's  Inc.,  35  Great  Neck 
Road,  Waterford,  CT  06385;  Warren 
Petroleum  Corporation,  135  Allens  Ave., 
Providence,  RI  02903;  ARCO  Petroleum 
Products  Company,  515  S.  Flower  St., 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90071. 

MC  87451  (Sub-1-18TA),  filed  March 

24. 1981.  Applicant:  CARGO 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  91  Mountain  Road, 
Burlington,  MA  01803.  Representative: 
Samuel  A.  Bithoney,  Jr.  (same  as 
applicant).  Contract  carrier:  irregular 
routes:  General  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives  and  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission)  between 
Somerville,  MA  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  and  places  in  the 
states  of  AL,  CT,  DC,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN, 
KY,  MA.  MD,  ME.  MI,  NC,  NH,  NJ,  NY, 
OK,  PA,  RI.  SC,  TN,  VA,  VT  and  W V. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Sturtevant  Warehouse  Co.,  of 
Somerville,  MA.  Supporting  shipper: 
Sturtevant  Warehouse  Co.,  26 
Sturtevant  Street,  Somerville,  MA  02145. 

MC  154839  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  LAWRENCE  E. 
KOSKO  d.b.a.  CRAIG 
TRANSPORTATION,  110  Shrewsbury 
Drive,  Livingston,  NJ  07039. 
Representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper,  168 
Woodbridge  Avenue,  Highland  Park,  NJ 
08904.  Wire,  adhesives  and  resins  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturing  thereof,  except  in  bulk 
between  New  York,  NY  Commercial 
Zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  CT,  Philadelphia,  PA 
Commercial  Zone,  Chicago,  IL 
Commercial  Zone  and  Cincinnati,  OH. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  ECD  Wire 
Company,  119  Long  Avenue,  Hillside,  NJ 
07205;  Craig  Adhesives,  80  Wheeler 
Point  Road,  Newark,  NJ  07105. 

MC  147923  (Sub-1-2TA),  filed  March 

25. 1981.  Applicant:  MARINE 
TRANSPORTATION  INTERMODAL, 
INC.  d.b.a.  MTI  INC.,  15  Prospect  Lane, 
Colonia,  NJ  07067.  Representative: 
Robert  B.  Pepper,  168  Woodbridge 
Avenue,  Highland  Park,  NJ  08904. 
General  commodities  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water 
between  ports  of  Boston,  MA.  New 


York,  NY  Harbor  Area,  Baltimore,  MD 
and  Norfolk,  VA.  on  the  .one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  CT,  DE,  MA.  MD, 
NJ,  NY.  PA,  RI,  VA,  and  DC.  Supporting 
shipper:  United  States  Lines,  Inc.,  27 
Commerce  Drive,  Cranford,  NJ  07016. 

MC  144888  (Sub-1-4TA),  filed  March 

25. 1981.  Applicant:  BIL-RIC 
TRANSPORT  SYSTEMS,  INC.,  130 
Somerset  St.,  Somerville,  NJ  08876. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  Clay,  from 
Thomas  County,  GA,  to  points  in  CT, 

DE,  FL,  IL,  IN,  MD,  MA.  MI.  NJ,  NY,  OH, 
and  PA.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Waverly 
Mineral  Products  Company,  3018  Market 
St.,  Philadelphia,  PA  19104. 

MC  154578  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  March 

24. 1981.  Applicant:  BIL-MAR,  INC.,  16 
Shadowbrook  Lane,  Milford,  MA  01757. 
Representative:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils,  316 
Summer  Street,  5th  Floor,  Boston,  MA 
02210.  Grocery  and  grocery  supplies  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  distribution  thereof  between  the 
facilities  of  Foxboro  Terminals,  Inc.  at 
Foxboro,  MA  and  the  facilties  of  Port 
Terminals,  Inc.  at  Boston,  MA  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
NH  and  VT;  paper  and  paper  products 
from  Ticonderoga,  NY  to  the  facilities  of 
Port  Terminals,  Inc.  at  Boston,  MA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Transtop,  Inc.,  666 
Summer  Street,  Boston,  MA  02210. 

MC  148203  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  COPPER  CITY 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  Old  Route  5S. 

RD#2,  Frankfort,  NY  13340. 
Representative:  Murray  J.  S.  Kirshtein, 
Esq.,  118  Bleecker  Street,  Utica,  NY 
13501.  Beer,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  sale  and  marketing  of  beer 
from  Utica,  NY  to  the  State  of  Florida. 
Supporting  shipper  West  End  Brewing 
Co.,  811  Edward  Street,  Utica,  NY  13503. 

MC  153378  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  March 

24. 1981.  Applicant:  BRATTLEBORO 
HAULAGE.  INC.,  50  Middlesex  Avenue, 
Somerville,  MA  02145.  Representative: 
James  F.  Martin  Jr.,  8  W.  Morse  Road. 
Bellingham,  MA  02019.  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
(a)  chain  grocery  and  food  business 
houses  and  (b)  retail  and  discount 
department  stores  (except  commodities 
in  bulk )  between  Brattleboro,  VT,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
MA,  RI,  and  CT.  Supporting  shipper:  C  & 
S  Wholesale  Grocers,  Inc.,  Putney  and 
Old  Terry  Road,  Brattleboro,  VT  05748. 

MC  150448  (Sub-1-2TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  CHART 
TRANSPORTATION,  1185  Morris 
Avenue,  Union,  NJ  07083. 
Representative:  James  A.  Feinberg,  P.O. 
Box  3342,  Peabody,  MA  01960.  Contract 
carrier  irregular  routes:  Paper,  paper 
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articles  and  products,  and  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  paper, 
paper  articles  and  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  restricted  to  movements 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  Facilities 
of  Continental  Forest  Industries,  The 
Continental  Group,  Inc.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Continental 
Forest  Industries  of  Greenwich,  CT. 
Supporting  shipper:  Continental  Forest 
Industries,  Greenwich  Office  Park  II, 
Greenwich,  CT  06830. 

MC  154629  (Sub-1-2TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  GLOBAL 
DISTRIBUTORS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  335, 
Riverside  Drive,  Fultonville,  NY  12072. 
Representative:  Vincent  Gramuglia,  P.O. 
Box  335,  Riverside  Drive,  Fultonville,  NY 
12072.  Contract  carrier:  irregular  routes: 
(1)  Paper,  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  thereof;  between  Glens 
Falls,  NY  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract  with  Finch,  Pruyn  & 
Co.,  Inc.  of  Glens  Falls,  NY.  (2)  Paper 
and  Paper  products,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof: 
between  Menands,  NY  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  continuing  contract  with  Tagsons 
Paper,  Inc.  of  Albany,  NY.  (3)  Paper  and 
Paper  products,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof; 
between  Greenwich,  NY  and 
Mechanicsville,  NY  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  continuing  contract  with  Stevens 
&  Thompson  Paper  Co.,  of  Greenwich, 
NY.  (4)  Commodities  manufactured  by 
the  White  Mop  Wringer  Company; 
between  Fultonville,  NY  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.  under  continuing  contract  with 
White  Mop  Wringer  Company  of 
Fultonville,  NY.  (5)  Baby  Food,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
thereof;  between  Canajoharie,  NY  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  under  continuing  contract 
with  Beech-Nut  Foods  Corporation  of 
Canajoharie,  NY.  Supporting  shippers: 

(1)  Finch,  Pruyn  &  Company,  Inc.,  1  Glen 
St.,  Glens  Falls,  NY  12801.  (2)  Tagsons 
Papers,  Inc.,  99  Broadway,  Albany,  NY 
12201.  (3)  Stevens  &  Thompson  Paper 
Co.,  Greenwich,  NY  12834.  (4)  White 
Mop  Wringer  Company,  Riverside  Drive, 
Fultonville,  NY  12072.  (5)  Beech-Nut 
Foods  Corporation,  1  Church  St., 
Canajoharie,  NY  13317. 


Caption  Summary 

MC  145468  (Sub-No.  1-7TA),  filed 
March  20, 1981.  Applicant:  KSS 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  Route  1  & 
Adams  Station,  P.O.  Box  3052,  North 
Brunswick,  NJ  08902.  Representative: 
Arlyn  L.  Westergren,  Westergren  & 
Hauptman,  P.C.,  Suite  201,  9202  W. 

Dodge  Rd.,  Omaha,  NE  68114.  General 
commodities  (except  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  Peoria  and 
Tazewell  Counties,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
Supporting  shipper:  Federal  Warehouse 
Company,  200  National  Road,  East 
Peoria,  IL  61611. 

MC  48956  (Sub-1-7TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  JAMES  FLEMING 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  East  Street,  Suffield, 
CT  06078.  Representative:  James  M. 
Burns,  1383  Main  Street,  Suite  413, 
Springfield,  MA  01103.  Cake  decorating 
icings  and  gels,  and  plastic  tubes  and 
bottles,  and  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale 
and  distribution  of  such  commodities, 
between  Easthampton,  MA,  on  the  one 
hand  and,  on  the  other,  Chicago,  II. 
Supporting  shipper:  Tubed  Products, 

Inc.,  186  Pleasant  Street,  Easthampton, 
MA.  01027. 

MC  118304  (Sub-1-1TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  CALDWELL 
TRANSPORT  LIT).,  P.O.  Box  127, 
Florenceville,  NB,  Canada  E0J 1K0. 
Representative:  Francis  E.  Barrett,  Jr., 
Esq.,  10  Industrial  Park  Road,  Hingham, 
MA  02043.  Lumber  from  points  in  VT, 
NH,  MA,  NY  and  PA  to  the  port  of  entry 
on  the  US-CD  boundary  line,  located  at 
or  near  Houlton,  ME.  Supporting 
Shipper:  Nadwood  Mfg.  Ltd.,  P.O.  Box 
819,  Heller  Road,  Woodstock,  NB, 
Canada. 

MC  381  (Sub-1-4TA),  filed  March  24, 
1981.  Applicant:  GENOVA  EXPRESS 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  136, 

Williamstown,  NJ  08094.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357, 
Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  (1)  Foodstuffs,  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
between  the  facilities  of  M.  Maggio  Co., 
located  at  or  near  Philadelphia,  PA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  ME,  MD,  MA,  NJ, 

NH,  NY,  NC,  SC,  VA,  VT,  WV,  and  DC. 
Supporting  shipper(s):M.  Maggio  Co., 
1100  So.  11th  St.,  Philadelphia,  PA  19147. 

MC  154536  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  LES-MAR 
TRUCKING  INC.,  1316  Central  Ave., 
Union  City,  NJ  07087.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357, 
Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  Food  oils  and 
syrups,  in  bulk,  from  Carlstadt  and 


North  Bergen,  NJ,  to  points  in  CT,  MD, 
MA,  NJ,  NY,  and  PA.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  A.  E.  Staley  Manufacturing 
Co.,  5  Center  St.,  Little  Falls,  NJ  07424. 

MC  154838  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  PAUL  J.  MARSH,  20 
Alvina  Blvd.,  Albany,  NY  12203. 
Representative:  W.  Norman  Charles, 

P.O.  Box  724,  Glens  Falls,  NY  12801. 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in 
charter  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  Schenectady  and  points  in  the 
Towns  of  Colonie  and  Guilderland,  NY, 
and  extending  to  points  in  the  U.S., 
except  AK  and  HI.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Sagamore  Institute,  Inc.,  110 
Spring  St.,  Saratoga  Springs,  NY  12866; 
Guilderland  Community  Center,  2211B 
Western  Ave.,  Box  351,  Guilderland,  NY 
12084;  Ellis  Hospital  Social  Committee, 
1101  Nott  St.,  Schenectady,  NY  12308; 
Our  Lady  of  the  Assumption  Church, 
Goosehill  Recreation  &  Travel  Club, 

3218  Phillip  St.,  Schenectady,  NY  12306. 

MC  142114  (Sub-1-6TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  RETAIL  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  9  Stuart  Road,  Chelmsford,  MA 
01824.  Representative:  Frank  M. 
Cushman,  36  South  Main  Street,  Sharon, 
MA  02067.  Contract  carrier:  irregular 
routes:  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
by  retail  department  stores  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  frozen 
foodstuffs)  between  points  in  PA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  all  points  in 
the  48  contiguous  United  States,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Action 
Industries  Inc.,  Cheswick,  PA. 

Supporting  shipper:  Action  Industries 
Inc.,  460  Nixon  Road,  Cheswick,  PA 
15024. 

MC  154802  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  RETAILERS  AND 
MANUFACTURERS 
TRANSPORTATION  INC.,  12  Gardner 
Road,  Fairfield,  NJ  07006.Representative: 
Frank  M.  Cushman,  36  South  Main 
Street,  Sharon,  MA  02067.  Contract 
carrier:  irregular  routes:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail 
department  stores  (except  commodities 
in  bulk  and  frozen  foodstuffs)  between 
all  points  in  the  contiguous  48  United 
States  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Retailers  and  Manufacturers 
Distribution  Marking  Service,  Inc.  of 
Fairfield,  NJ.  Supporting  shipper: 
Retailers  and  Manufacturers 
Distribution  Marking  Service,  Inc.,  112 
Lehigh  Drive,  Fairfield,  NJ  07006. 

MC  135684  (Sub-1-5TA),  filed  March 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  BASS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  391,  Flemington,  NJ  08822. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin, 
Baskin  and  Sears,  818  Connecticut  Ave., 
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NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Electric 
tow  motors  from  Chicago,  IL  to  New  * 
York,  NY  and  Los  Angeles,  CA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Barrett  Electronics 
Corporation,  630  Dundee  Road, 
Northbrook,  IL  60062. 

MC  87523  (Sub-1-3TA),  filed  March 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  STEWART 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
5155,  Manchester,  NH  03108. 
Representative:  Edward  J.  Kiley,  Suite 
501, 1730  M  Street  NW.,  Washington, 

D. C.  20036.  Foodstuffs  (flour)  from 
Buffalo,  NY,  to  points  in  CT,  MA,  ME, 
NH,  RI  and  VT.  Supporting  shipper 
General  Mills,  61  Fort  Madison  Drive, 
Hudson,  MA  01749. 

MC  146857  (Sub-1-3TA),  filed  March 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  W.  K.  THOMAS, 
INC.,  60  Robbins  Road,  Springfield,  MA 
01104.  Representative:  Patrick  A.  Doyle, 
40  Sky  Ridge  Lane,  Springfield,  MA 
01128.  Contract  carrier:  irregular  routes: 
Sporting  goods  between  Chicopee,  MA 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Spalding,  Division  of 
Questor,  Meadow  St.,  Chicopee,  MA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Spalding,  Division  of 
Questor,  Meadow  Street,  Chicopee,  MA 
01020. 

MC  148958  (Sub-1-2TA),  filed  March 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  EVCCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Route  22, 

Box  535.  Lebanon,  NJ  08833. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  Contract 
carrier:  irregular  routes:  (1)  Paper  and 
paper  products,  woodpulp,  and  plastic 
and  plastic  products,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
between  points  in  the  US,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Georgia- 
Pacific  Corporation  of  Darien,  CT. 
Supporting  shipper:  Georgia-Pacific 
Corporation,  320  Post  Road,  Darien,  CT 
06820. 

MC  117685  (Sub-1-1TA),  filed  March 

25. 1981.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
TRVCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  1  Scout  Ave., 
South  Kearny,  NJ  07032.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357, 
Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  Contract  carrier 
irregular  routes:  Such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  department  stores  and 
discount  houses,  between  points  in  the 
US,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with  S. 

E.  Nichols,  Inc.  of  New  York,  NY. 
Supporting  shipper:  S.  E.  Nichols,  Inc., 
500  8th  Ave.,  New  York,  NY. 

MC  154684  (Sub-1-1TA),  filed  March 

24. 1981.  Applicant:  ABBOTT,  INC., 
Williams  Drive,  Brille,  NJ  08730. 
Representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper,  168 
Woodbridge  Avenue,  Highland  Park,  NJ 
08904.  Contract  carrier  irregular  routes: 


Petroleum  products,  except  in  bulk  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturing  and  sale  thereof,  except 
in  bulk  between  points  in  the  US,  except 
AK  and  HI,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Bel  Ray  Oil  Company, 

Farmingdale,  NJ.  Supporting  shipper:  Bel 
Ray  Oil  Company,  Box  526, 

Farmingdale,  NJ  07727. 

MC  146026  (Sub  1-2TAJ 
(republication),  filed  March  3, 1981. 
Applicant:  CROSS  COUNTRY 
FARMING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  134,  Pine 
Island  Turnpike,  Pine  Island,  NY  10868. 
REPRESENTATIVE:  George  A.  Olsen, 
P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  (1) 

Ski  equipment,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
between  New  York,  NY,  Norristown, 

PA,  and  points  in  Orange  County,  NY 
and  Sussex  County,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  VT,  TN,  PA, 
ME,  MN.  IA,  MI,  NY,  NJ,  VA,  and  CO. 
Supporting  shipper:  Borvig  Corp., 
Riverdale  Station,  Box  451,  Bronx,  NY 
10471. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  2:  Send  protests  to:  ICC, 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  Building,  101  N. 

7th  St.,  Rm.  620,  Philadephia,  Pa  19106. 

MC  146404  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  C  &  J  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  2055  S.  High  St.,  Columbus,  OH 
43207.  Representative:  David  A.  Turano, 
100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 

(1)  Iron  and  steel  articles  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  between  points  in 
Franklin  County.  OH.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  points  in  IN,  IL,  KY,  MI 
and  WV  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Berwick  Steel  Co.,  4901  E.  Fifth 
Ave.,  Columbus,  OH  43227;  Worthington 
Steel  Co.,  1127  Dearborn  Dr., 
Worthington,  OH  43085. 

MC  146404  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  C  &  J  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  2055  S.  High  St.,  Columbus,  OH 
43207.  Representative:  David  A.  Turano, 
100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  and  distributors 
of  household  applicances  between 
points  in  Franklin  County,  OH,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IN, 
IL,  KY,  MI  and  WV  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Columbus  Products 
Co.,  300  Phillipi  Rd.,  Columbus,  OH 
43228. 

MC  153164  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  March 

25. 1981.  Applicant:  CONCARCO  INC., 
698  Fairmount  Ave.,  Towson,  MD  21204. 
Representative:  Robert  C.  Schuhmann 
(address  same  as  applicant).  Contract, 


irregular.  Copper  wire  products  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies , 
between  points,  in  the  US  in  east  of  MN, 
IA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points,  in  the  US,  for 
270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper 
United  Technologies  Corp.,  Essex 
Group,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1218,  Fort  Wayne, 
IN  46801. 

MC  123405  (Sub-II-6TA),  filed  March 

25. 1981.  Applicant:  FOOD 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  R.D.  No.  1, 
Thomasville,  PA  17364.  Representative: 
Christian  V.  Graf,  407  N  Front  St, 
Harrisburg,  PA  17101.  Contract, 
irregular:  Non-exempt  food  and  kindred 
products,  from  Chatham  County,  GA  to 
Pittsburgh,  PA  and  Muscatine,  IA  and 
from  Muscatine,  IA  to  Toledo,  OH, 
Pittsburgh,  PA  and  Jacksonville,  FI,  for 
270  days.  Restricted  to  transportation  to 
be  performed  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Heinz  USA,  Division  of  H. 
J.  Heinz  Company .  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Heinz  USA,  Division  of  H.  J. 
Heinz  Company,  P.O.  Box  57.  Pittsburgh. 
PA  15230. 

MC  150482  (Sub-II-5TA),  filed  March 

25. 1981.  Applicant:  McCAULEY  AIR 
FREIGHT,  R.D.  No.  2,  Box  105, 
Summerville,  PA  15864.  Representative: 
John  W.  Smith  (address  same  as 
applicant).  Metal  products  between 
Cameron  and  Elk  Counties,  PA  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  States  of  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MD,  MI. 

NY.  NG  OH.  SC  TN.  VA.  WV,  and  WI 
for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper 
Keystone  Carbon  Co.,  1935  State  SL,  St 
Marys,  PA  15857. 

MC  150482  (Sub-H-6TA),  filed  March 

25, 1981.  Applicant:  McCAULEY  AIR 
FREIGHT,  R.D.  No.  2.  Box  105. 
Summerville,  PA  15864.  Representative: 
John  W.  Smith  (same  as  applicant). 
Metal  products  between  Cameron  and 
Elk  Counties,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  States  of  GA, 
IL,  IN,  KY,  MD,  MI.  NY,  NC.  OH.  SC, 

TN,  VA,  WV,  and  WI,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Pennsylvania 
Pressed  Metals,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  271, 
Cameron  Road,  Emporium,  PA  15834. 

MC  107012  (Sub-II-145TA),  filed 
March  24, 1981.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.  5001 
U.S.  Hwy.  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative:  David 
D.  Bishop  (same  as  applicant).  Doors, 
mill  work,  lumber  products,  and  parts 
and  accessories  for  doors,  millwork  and 
lumber  products,  from  Everett,  WA  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  CT,  DE,  FL.  GA, 
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IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY.  LA,  MD,  MI,  MN,  MS, 
MO.  ND,  NE,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH,  OK,  PA, 

RI,  SC,  SD,  TN,  TX,  VA,  WV,  WI  and 
DC  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  is 
seeking  authority  for  120  days. 

Supporting  shipper:  E.  A.  Nord  Co.,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  1187,  Third  &  Norton,  Everett, 
WA  98206. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  107012  (Sub-II-146TA),  filed 
March  24, 1981.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001 
U.S.  Hwy.  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative:  David 
D.  Bishop  (same  as  applicant).  Crockpot 
liners,  from  the  facilities  of  the  Rival 
Manufacturing  Company  located  at  or 
near  Jackson,  MS  to  Albany,  MO  and 
Sedalia,  MO  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 

Supporting  shipper:  Rival  Manufacturing 
Company,  36th  &  Bennington,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64129. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  107012  (Sub-II-147TA),  filed 
March  25, 1981.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001 
U.S.  Hwy.  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative:  David 
D.  Bishop  [same  as  applicant).  Tools  and 
parts,  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  maintenance  of  tools 
from  Pickens,  SC  to  Clarksville,  AR  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shipper:  The  Singer 
Co.,  P.O.  Box  1110,  Pearman  Road, 
Anderson,  SC  29622. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  154877  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  NORTHERN 
VIRGINIA  ONES,  INC.,  1429  North 
Quincy  St.,  Arlington,  VA  22207. 
Representative:  Walter  T.  Evans,  7961 
Eastern  Ave.,  Silver  Spring,  MD  20910. 
Common,  regular,  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express,  mail  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers  serving  all  intermediate 
points  (1)  between  junction  U.S.  Hwys. 
211  and  50  in  Fairfax,  VA,  and  junction 
with  VA  Hwy.  236  and  U.S.  Hwy.  50  via 
U.S.  Hwy.  50;  and  (2)  between  junction 
of  VA  Hwy.  236  and  U.S.  Hwy.  50  and 
junction  of  Interstate  Hwy.  66  and  U.S. 
Hwy.  211,  via  U.S.  Hwy.  211,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  intends  to  tack  and 
interline.  Supporting  party:  Virginia 
Stage  Lines,  Inc.,  1200  Eye  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005. 

MC  124965  (Sub-2-lTA),  filed  March 

25. 1981.  Applicant:  OIL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  4419  Bainbridge  Blvd., 

Chesapeake,  VA  23320.  Representative: 
Blair  P.  Wakefield,  Suite  1001, 1st  & 
Merchants  Bank  Bldg.,  Norfolk,  VA 
23510.  Petroleum  products,  from 
Knoxville,  TN  to  Chester,  VA,  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 


authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Primary 
Oil  &  Energy  Corp,,  P.O.  Drawer  T,  1601 
Pinebark  Rd.,  Chester,  VA  23831. 

MC  109533  (Sub-2-llTA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  OVERNITE 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  1000 
Semmes  Ave.,  Richmond,  VA  23224. 
Representative:  John  C.  Burton,  Jr.  (same 
as  above)  General  Commodities  (except 
Classes  AErB  explosives)  serving 
Corsicana,  TX  as  an  off  route  point  in 
connection  with  carriers  authorized 
regular  route  authority  for  270  days. 
Applicant  intends  to  tack  this  authority 
with  it’s  existing  authority  and  interline 
with  other  carriers.  An  underlying  E.T.A. 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Kmart  Corporation,  3100  W.  Big 
Beaver  Rd.,  Troy,  MI  48084. 

MC  150339  (Sub-2-34TA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  PIONEER 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS,  INC., 
151  Easton  Blvd.,  Preston,  MD  21655. 
Representative:  J.  Cody  Quinton,  Jr. 
(same  as  applicant).  Contract;  irregular; 
Paper  products,  from  Rothschild  and 
Rhinelander,  WI,  to  Canadaigua,  NY, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Labelon  Corporation,  10  Chapin  Street, 
Canandaigua,  NY  14424.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Labelon 
Corporation,  10  Chapin  Street, 
Canandaigua,  NY  14424. 

MC  74618  (Sub-2-lTA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  WARREN 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  COMPANY, 
INC.,  105  Madison  Ave.,  Warren,  PA 
16365.  Representative:  Gregory  B.  Fraser 
and  Ronald  W.  Malin,  Bankers  Trust 
Bldg.,  4th  Floor,  Jamestown,  NY  14701. 
Plastic  computer  components  from 
Warren,  PA  to  Endicott,  Kingston  and 
Poughkeepsie,  NY,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper  Loranger 
Manufacturing  Corp.,  36  Clark  St., 
Warren,  PA  16365. 

MC  154789  (Sub-2-lTA),  filed  March 

17. 1981.  Applicant:  WHETSTONE 
CORP.,  615  E.  Research  Rd.,  Richmond, 
VA  23235.  Representative:  James  R. 
Whetstone  (same  as  applicant). 
Contract,  irregular:  Commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which,  require  the  use 
of  specialized  equipment,  between  pts. 
in  the  states  of  AL,  AR,  CT,  DE,  DC,  FL, 
GA,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MD,  ME, 
MA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NJ,  NH,  NY,  NC, 
OK,  OH,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VT,  VA, 
WV,  and  WI,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Bristrol 
Steel  and  Iron  Works,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
27532,  Richmond,  VA  23261. 

MC  110191  (Sub-2-3TA),  filed  March 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  TURNER’S 
EXPRESS,  INCORPORATED,  1300 
Shelton  Avenue,  Norfolk,  VA  23502. 


Representative:  W.  P.  Davis,  P.O.  Box 
1006,  Norfolk,  VA  23501.  Cans 
fibreboard,  paper  or  paperboard  straight 
sided,  with  or  without  tops  or  bottoms  of 
the  same  or  other  material.  Between 
points  in  Venango  County,  PA  and 
Norfolk,  Portsmouth  and  Chesapeake, 

VA  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Continental  Group,  Inc.,  145 
Route  46,  Wayne,  NJ  07470. 

MC  154776  (Sub-2-lTA),  filed  March 

19, 1981.  Applicant:  TRI-POWER,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1419,  West  Chester,  PA  19380. 
Representative:  Daniel  B.  Johnson,  4304 
East-West  Highway,  Washington,  D.C. 
20014.  Contract  Irregular:  General 
commodities  (except  Class  A  and  B 
explosives^  between  pts  in  NJ,  PA,  NY, 
CT,  DE,  and  MD,  for  270  days,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Bamberger’s 
Division  of  R.  H.  Macy  &  Co.  Inc.,  of 
Newark,  NJ.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Bamberger’s  Division  of  R.  H.  Macy  & 

Co.,  Inc.,  131  Market  Street,  Newark, 

New  Jersey  07101. 

MC  i51303  (Sub-2-4TA),  filed  March 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  GEORGE  W. 

SMYTH,  JR.  CO.,  1101  Ritchie  Rd., 

Capitol  Heights.  MD  20027. 
Representative:  George  W.  Smyth,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  (1)  Paper 
and  paper  articles,  woodpulp,  plastic 
and  plastic  products,  between  AL,  AR, 
CT,  DE,  DC,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA,  ME, 
MD,  MA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NH,  NJ,  NY, 
NC,  OH,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  VT,  VA,  WV, 
and  WI  for  270  days.  Malt  beverages 
and  alcoholic  beverages  in  bottles,  cans, 
kegs,  or  drums  between  Fulton,  NY,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  DC,  MD,  and  VA  for  270  days. 
Insulation  and  equipment  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale 
distribution  and  installation  of 
insulation,  between  Lorton,  VA  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
VA  and  NC  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Georgia-Pacific  Corp.,  320 
Post  Rd.,  Darien,  CT  06820.  Premium 
Distributor,  Inc.,  3350  New  York  Ave. 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20002.  Cellin 
Manufacturing  Inc.,  9610  Gunston  Cove 
Rd.,  Lorton,  VA  22079. 

MC  154878  (Sub-2-lTA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  FLORINE  H.  JONES, 
d.b.a.  T  &  J  TRUCKING,  Route  3,  Box 
184,  Amherst,  VA  24521.  Representative: 
Terrell  C.  Clark,  P.O.  Box  25, 
Stanleytown,  VA  24168.  Synthetic 
fibers,  textile  waste,  plastic  bags  and 
sheeting,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  WI,  IL,  MO,  AR, 
and  TX  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  There  are  5  statements  of 
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support  that  may  be  examined  at  the 
Phila.  Regional  ICC  Office. 

MC  152581  (Sub-2-2TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  YOUNG  MOVING  & 
STORAGE,  INC.,  4000  Mayflower  Drive. 
Lynchburg,  VA  24501.  Representative: 
Alan  F.  Wohlstetter,  1700  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Household 
goods,  between  points  in  Summit  and 
Stark  Counties,  OH;  Mercer,  Monroe, 
Summers  and  McDowell  Counties.  WV; 
Florence  County,  SC;  and  points  in  VA 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  DC,  DE,  GA,  KY,  MD,  NC,  NJ, 
NY,  OH,  PA,  SC,  TN,  VA,  and  WV,  for 
270  days.  There  are  five  supporting 
shippers.  Their  statements  may  be 
examined  at  the  Regional  Office  listed. 

MC  117883  (Sub-II-16-TA),  filed 
March  24, 1981.  Applicant:  SUBLER 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  1  Vista  Dr.,  P.O.  Box 
62,  Versailles,  OH  45380. 

Representative:  Robert  Von  Aschen 
(same  as  applicant).  Frozen  Foods  from 
Madison,  Middleton,  and  Milwaukee, 

WI,  to  points  in  the  states  of  CT.  DE,  1L, 
IN,  MA,  MD,  ME,  MI,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH, 
PA,  RI,  VT.  VA,  WV,  and  DC  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Bagels 
Forever,  Inc.,  2947  University  Avenue, 
Madison,  WI  53705. 

MC  148140  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  JAMES  N.  ALLEN, 
INC.,  308  Leasure  Way,  New  Bethlehem, 
PA  16242.  Representative:  Daniel  R. 
Delaney,  1419  Oliver  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh, 

PA  15222.  (1)  Refractories,  refractory 
products  and  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  useful  and  used  in  refractory 
manufacture,  distribution  and 
installation,  between  all  pts.  in  and  east 
of  ND.  SD,  NE,  CO,  OK  and  TX, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  A.  P.  Green 
Refractories  Co.,  and  St.  Charles 
Refractories  Co.  (2)  Equipment,  supplies 
and  materials  used  in  farming,  between 
all  pts.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  CO, 
OK  and  TX,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Hetrick  Farm  Supply  and  Wayne  R. 
Waynt,  Inc.,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  A.  P.  Green  Refractories  Co., 
Green  Blvd.,  Mexico,  MO  65265.  St. 
Charles  Refractories  Co.,  R.D.  No.  2, 

New  Bethlehem,  PA  16242.  Hetrick  Farm 
Supply,  R.D.  No.  3,  New  Bethlehem,  PA 
16242.  Wayne  R.  Wyant,  Inc.,  Box  168, 
Hawthorn,  PA  16230. 

MC  124652  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

18. 1981.  Applicant:  DUNCAN 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  Box  1. 
Riverton,  VA  22651.  Representative: 
Daniel  B.  Johnson,  4304  East-West 
Highway,  Washington,  D.C.  20014. 
Contract:  irregular.  Masonry  and  mortar 
cement  and  materials,  equipment,  and 


supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
masonry  and  mortar  cement  between 
Riverton,  VA,  and  Northampton  County, 
PA,  for  270  days,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Riverton  Corp.  of 
Riverton,  VA.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper 
Riverton  Corp.,  Riverton,  VA  22651. 

MC  149043  (Sub-II-8TA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  EASTERN  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  5536  Brentlinger  Dr., 

Dayton,  OH  45414.  Representative:  H. 
Neil  Garson,  3251  Old  Lee  Hwy.,  Suite 
400,  Fairfax,  VA  22030.  Liquid  sugar  and 
blends  of  liquid  sugar  from  Cincinnati, 
OH  to  points  in  MI  and  PA  for  270  days. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Cargill, 
Inc.,  Box  1400-A,  3201  Needmore  Rd., 
Dayton,  OH  45414. 

MC  154836  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  R.  T.  FISHER,  INC.. 
107  Water  Lane,  P.O.  Box  1383, 
Tappahannock.  VA  22560. 
Representative:  Randolph  T.  Fisher 
(same  as  applicant).  Contract  irregular. 
Brake  lining  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  sale  of  brake  lining, 
between  Tappahannock,  VA  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  New  York,  NY, 
Newark,  NJ,  Joanburg,  VT,  under  a 
continuing  contract  with  U.S. 

Automotive  Manufacturing,  Inc.,  for  270 
days.  An  underlying"  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  U.S. 
Automotive  Manufacturing,  Inc.,  Airport 
Road,  P.O.  Box  35,  Tappahannock,  VA 
22560. 

MC  91811  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  March 

19. 1981.  Applicant:  MILTON  K. 

MORRIS.  INC.,  3768  Sipler  Lane, 
Huntingdon  Valley,  PA  19006. 
Representative:  James  W.  Patterson, 

1200  Western  Savings  Bank  Bldg.,  Phila., 
PA  19107.  Contract:  Irregular:  Such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  or  useful 
in  the  production  and  distribution  of 
such  commodities  between  Lancaster 
County,  PA  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  DE.  MD,  NJ,  NY.  PA.  VA. 
WV  and  DC  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Acme  Markets,  Inc.,  for 
270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Acme  Markets,  Inc.,  124  North  15th  St.. 
Phila.,  PA  19101. 

MC  107012  (Sub-II-143TA),  filed 
March  18, 1981.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001 
U.S.  Hwy.  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative:  David 
D.  Bishop  (same  as  applicant).  Shoes, 
and  materials,  parts  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  shoes  between 


Auburn  and  Brockton,  MA  and  Danville. 
KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  for  270  days. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Thom 
McAn  Shoe  Co.,  Division  of  Melville 
Corp.,  P.O.  Box  226,  Stewarts  Lane, 
Danville,  KY  40422. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
MC  107012  (Sub-II-144TA),  Filed 
March  18, 1981.  Applicant:  NORTH 
AMERICAN  VAN  LE«iES,  INC.,  5001 
U.S.  Hwy.  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative:  David 
D.  Bishop  (same  as  applicant). 
Appliances,  (1)  from  Amana,  IA  to 
points  in  AR,  ID,  KS,  MN,  MT,  NM,  ND, 
OK,  OR.  SD,  TX,  UT,  WA  and  WY  and 
(2)  from  Fayetteville,  TN  to  points  in  AL, 
AR,  AZ,  CA.  CO,  FL.  GA,  KS,  KY.  LA. 

MS.  NC,  NM,  NV.  OK,  SC,  TX  and  VA 
for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Amana 
Refrigeration,  Inc.,  Amana,  LA  52204. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
MC  147751  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  March 

19. 1981.  Applicant  NIGHT  HAWK 
MOTOR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4722  S. 
Dixie  Dr.,  Dayton,  OH  45439. 
Representative:  Boyd  B.  Ferris,  50  W. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Hazardous  waste  material,  industrial 
waste  material,  and  debris  categorized 
as  hazardous  or  potentially  hazardous 
as  defined  by  Public  Law  94-580  known 
as  Resources  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1976,  between  Hamilton  and  Clermont 
Counties,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
CECOS/CER  Co.,  4879  Springgrove 
Ave.,  Cincinnati,  OH  45232. 

MC  151707  (Sub-U-10TA),  filed  March 

18. 1981.  Applicant:  PIONEER 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  1105  N.  Market  St. 
(15th  Floor),  Wilmington,  DE  19801. 
Representative:  Dennis  Kupchik  (same 
as  applicant).  Agricultural  Machinery 
and  Lighting  Fixtures,  and  parts  and 
materials  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  thereof  between  Lee  County 
and  Sumter  County,  GA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Lilliston  Corporation  and  Metalux 
Corporation,  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 
Supporting  shippers:  Lilliston 
Corporation.  P.O.  Box  3930,  Albany,  GA 
31708  and  Metalux  Corporation,  P.O. 

Box  1207,  Americus,  GA  31709. 

MC  153979  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  WEST  POINT 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1700  Willis  Road. 
Richmond.  VA  23234.  Representative: 
Paul  D.  Collins.  P.O.  Box  24286, 
Richmond.  VA  23224.  Contract. 
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irregular:  general  commodities  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives),  between 
pts.  in  the  US,  east  of  NM,  CO,  WY,  SD, 
and  ND,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Best  Products  Company,  Richmond, 
VA;  Colgate-Palmolive  Company,  New 
York,  NY;  and  Hercules,  Inc., 

Wilmington,  DE,  for  270  days.  Restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at,  destined  to,  or 
controlled  by  the  named  shippers. 
Supporting  shippers:  Best  Products  Co., 
P.O.  Box  26303,  Richmond,  VA  23260. 
Hercules,  Inc.,  910  Market  St., 
Wilmington,  DE  19899.  Colgate- 
Palmolive  Co.,  300  Park  Ave.,  New  York, 
NY  10022. 

MC  146676  (Sub-II-7TA),  filed  March 

16, 1981.  Applicant:  BURKS  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  37,  Old  Fort,  OH  44861. 
Representative:  E.  H.  van  Deusen,  P.O. 
Box  97,  Dublin,  OH  43017.  Bowling  alley 
parts  and  equipment  and pinsetters  from 
Shelby,  OH  to  points  in  the  U.S.,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper(s):  AMF 
Bowling  Products  Group,  Martin  Drive, 
Shelby,  OH  44875. 

MC  125335  (Sub-II-27TA),  filed  March 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  GOODWAY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2283,  York, 
PA  17405.  Representative:  Gailyn  L. 
Larsen,  P.O.  Box  82816,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
or  used  by  retail  variety  stores,  between 
York,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  IL,  MI,  OH,  and  WI, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  McCroy 
Corporation,  its  divisions  and 
subsidiaries.  Supporting  shipper: 

McCroy  Stores,  Division  of  McCroy 
Corporation,  2955  East  Market  Street, 
York,  PA  17402. 

MC  128410  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

17. 1981.  Applicant:  BALISTRERI 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  451,  Morgan, 
PA  15064.  Representative:  Arthur  J. 
Diskin,  806  Frick  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA 
15219.  Contract,  irregular:  plastic 
insulation,  and  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof  (except  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  the  states  of  PA,  DE, 
MD,  MI,  IN,  KY,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  WV,  and 
VA,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Koppers  Company,  Inc.  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Koppers 
Company,  Inc.,  Koppers  Building, 
Pittsburgh,  PA  15219. 

MC  147570  (Sub-II-6TA),  filed  March 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  KABAT  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  1944  Scranton  RD,  Cleveland,  OH 
44113.  Representative:  Arthur  E.  Gogol, 
7723  Greenwich  RD,  Lodi,  OH  44254. 
General  Commodities,  except 
commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles 
and  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  having 
on  immediate  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water,  between  points  in 
IN,  KY,  MI,  OH,  PA,  and  WV  on  the  one 


/  Vol.  46,  No.  65  /  Monday,  April  6, 


hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ports  in  the 
States  of  DE,  GA,  MD,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH, 
PA,  SC,  and  VA,  for  270  days. 

Supporting  shippers:  The  A.  W.  Fenton 
Company,  Inc.,  6565  Eastland  RD, 
Cleveland,  OH  44142.  Euclid,  Inc.,  22221 
St.  Clair  AV,  Cleveland,  OH  44117. 
TEREX  Corporation,  5405  Darrow  RD, 
Hudson,  OH  44236. 

MC  106002  (Sub-II-3TA),  filed  March 

13, 1981.  Applicant:  JOHN  F.  HARRIS, 
d.b.a.  HOGAN'S  TRANSFER  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  1122  S.  Davis  Ave., 
Elkins,  WV  26241.  Representative:  John 
M.  Friedman,  2930  Putnam  Ave., 
Hurricane,  WV  25526.  Contract, 
irregular,  Building  materials,  between 
Randolph  County,  WV,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  KY,  MD,  NC, 
OH,  PA,  VA  and  WV  for  270  days, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Elkins 
Builders  Supply  Company.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Elkins  Building  Supply 
Company,  Gorman  Ave.  &  8th  St., 

Elkins,  WV  26241. 

/MC  152092  (Sub-II-4TA),  filed  March 

13, 1981.  Applicant:  BAKER 
PETROLEUM  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
INC.,  Pyles  Lane,  New  Castle,  DE  19720. 
Representative:  Samuel  W.  Earnshaw, 
803  Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  Contract,  irregular:  Petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Marcus  Hook,  PA  and 
Paulsboro,  NJ  to  Dover,  DE,  for  270  days. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Pedroni 
Fuel  Co.,  385  E.  Wheat  Rd.,  Vineland,  NJ 
08360. 

MC  152133  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  March 

13. 1981.  Applicant:  THE  JOHN  R. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  327  E.  Wyoming 
Ave.,  Lockland,  OH  45215. 
Representative:  Michael  Spurlock,  275  E. 
State  St„  Columbus,  OH  43215.  Paving 
materials,  between  Cincinnati,  OH,  and 
its  commercial  zone,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  KY,  IN,  MI, 
IL,  MO.  TN,  WV,  CO,  OK,  KS,  IA,  WI, 
VA,  NC,  GA,  AL,  MS,  LA,  AR,  TX  and 
FL  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority. 

MC  146587  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  J  &  D  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  Box  184,  Littlestown,  PA  17340. 
Representative:  Frank  M.  Cushman,  36 
S.  Main  St.,  Sharon,  MA  02067.  Contract, 
irregular:  Quilted  and  unquilted 
mattress  pads  and  moving  van  pads; 
bedspreads,  comforters,  sleeping  bags 
and  quilts;  drapes,  dust  ruffles  and 
pillow  covers;  quilted  wearing  apparel; 
moving  van  appliances  and  equipment, 
and  materials,  equipment  and 
machinery  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  thereof  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Acme  Quilting  Co.,  for  270  days. 


) 

1981  /  Notices 


An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Acme 
Quilting  Co.,  Inc.,  295  Fifth  Ave.,  New 
York,  NY  10016. 

MC  150795  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  March 

16, 1981.  Applicant:  HERBERT 
HEFFNER,  INC.,  R.D.  #2,  Box  456, 
Reading,  PA  19605.  Representative: 
Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive  Bldg., 
1030 15th  St.,  NW„  Washington,  DC 
20005.  (a)  Stone,  from  Berks  and 
Montgomery  County,  PA,  to  New  Castle 
County,  DE,  and,  (b)  Sand,  from  Cecil 
County,  MD,  to  points  in  Berks  and 
Montgomery  County,  PA,  for  270  days. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Berks 
Products  Corporation,  Reading,  PA 
19603. 

MC  138438  (Sub-II-22TA),  filed  March 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  D.  M.  BOWMAN, 
INC.,  Rt.  2,  Box  43A1,  Williamsport,  MD 
21795.  Representative:  Edward  N. 

Button,  580  Northern  Ave.,  Hagerstown, 
MD  21740.  Food  and  related  products, 
between  Forsyth  County,  NC,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MD, 
for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Maher  Distributors,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  564, 

Rt.  144  E.,  Frederick,  MD  21701. 

MC  123387  (Sub-II-4TA),  filed  March 

17. 1981.  Applicant:  E.  E.  HENRY,  INC., 
1128  S.  Military  Hgwy.,  Chesapeake,  VA 
23320.  Representative:Dwight  L. 

Koerber,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1320, 110  N.  2nd 
St.,  Clearfield,  PA  16830.  Toilet 
preparations,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  production  of  toilet 
preparations  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  Elizabethton,  TN  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  pts.  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Iodent  Chemical 
Company,  Inc.,  Iodent  Industrial  Way, 
Elizabethton,  TN  37643. 

MC  146036  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

17, 1981.  Applicant:  J  &  M  TRUCKING 
AND  DISTRIBUTION  CO.,  INC.,  Rte. 
940,  Pocoflo  Summit,  PA  18346. 
Representative:  John  J.  Chapman  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract, 
irregular:  Unfinished  and/or  semi¬ 
finished  (milled)  wood  products, 
including  wood  molding,  wood  door 
framing,  wood  window  sash 
components,  etc.,  from  Sacramento  and 
Yuba  City,  CA  to  Brookville  and 
Reading,  PA;  Dorsey,  MD:  Roanoke  and 
Portsmouth,  VA;  Elizabeth  City  and 
Point  Harbor,  NC;  Chattanooga  and 
Knoxville,  TN;  Louisville,  KY;  Medina 
and  Athens,  OH;  Fort  Wayne  and 
Indianapolis,  IN;  Dixon,  IL;  Dubuque,  IA 
and  Eau  Claire,  WI,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Eagle  Forest  Products, 
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Inc.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Eagle 
Forest  Products,  Inc.,  8801  Folsom. 
Sacramento,  CA  95826. 

MC  115703  (Sub-II-llTA),  filed  March 

12. 1981.  Applicant:  KREITZ  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6331, 
Wyomissing,  PA  19610.  Representative: 
Bernard  L.  Quaglia  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Contractor’s  equipment, 
heavy  and  bulky  articles,  machinery 
and  machine  parts,  and  articles 
requiring  special  handling  or  rigging, 
between  points  in  Cuyahoga,  Seneca 
and  Trumbull  Counties,  OH,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  for  270  days. 

An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  There 
are  nine  supporting  shippers’  statements 
attached  to  this  application  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  Phila.  Regional 
office. 

MC  133384  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  March 

9. 1981.  Applicant:  BARBERTON 
RECON  CENTER,  INC.,  5075  Wooster 
Rd.,  Barberton,  OH  44203. 

Representative:  E.  H.  van  Deusen,  P.O. 
Box  97,  Dublin,  OH  43017.  Contract, 
irregular:  Automobiles,  in  truckaway 
service,  from  Battle  Creek,  MI,  to  points 
in  AZ,  CA.  CO,  ID,  MT,  NV,  NM,  OR 
UT,  WA,  WY,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Model  A  and  Model  T 
Motor  Car  Reproduction  Corp.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Model 
A  and  Model  T  Motor  Car  Reproduction 
Corp.,  200  Elm  St.,  Battle  Creek,  MI 
49017. 

MC  153980  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  March 

12. 1981.  Applicant:  JASTE 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  7679  Sweet  Potato 
Ridge  Rd.,  Brookville,  OH  45309. 
Representative:  James  J.  Tobin,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract, 
irregular:  Cleaning  compounds,  toilet 
preparations,  cosmetics,  jewelry,  food 
supplements,  cooking  utensils  and 
household  and  personal  care  products, 
manufactured  and/or  distributed  by  . 
Amway  Corp.  between  Brookville,  OH, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the.other, 
points  in  Van  Wert,  Allen,  Hardin, 
Logan,  Champaign,  Clark,  Greene, 
Montgomery,  Miami,  Shelby,  Auglaize, 
Mercer,  Darke  and  Preble  Counties.  OH, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Amway  Corp.,  Ada,  MI.  Having  a  prior 
movement  in  interstate  commerce.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Amway 
Corp.,  7575  E.  Fulton  RD,  SE,  Ada,  MI 
49355. 

MC  488  (Sub-II-7TA),  filed  March  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  BREMAN’S  EXPRESS 
CO.,  318  Haymaker  Rd.,  Monroeville,  PA 
15146.  Representative:  Leslie  S.  Breman 


(same  address  as  applicant).  Leather, 
leather  products  and  hides  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
production  and  distribution  of  the  above 
commodities  between  the  facilities  of 
Howes  Leather  Co.  in  Pocahontas 
County,  WV,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  DE,  OH,  MAT  MD, 

NJ,  NY,  PA  and  TN.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Howes  Leather  Co.,  Box  97, 
Frank,  WV  24937. 

MC  48386  (Sub-II-4TA),  filed  March 

12. 1981.  Applicant:  GRAVER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  RD  7,  Box  7655, 
Stroudsburg,  PA  18360.  Representative: 
Joseph  A.  Keating,  Jr.,  121  S.  Main  St., 
Taylor,  PA  18517.  Coke,  in  bulk,  in  dump 
vehicles,  from  Conshohocken,  PA  to 
New  York,  NY,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 

Brunside  Coal  &  Oil  Co.,  1905  White 
Plains  RD,  Bronx,  NY  10462. 

MC  154512  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

4. 1981.  Applicant:  HOWARD 
MACKNETT,  d.b.a.  B.  J.  TRUCKING 
CO.,  606  Old  Baltimore  Pike,  Newark. 

DE  19702.  Representative:  Perry  F. 
Goldlust,  901  Market  St.  Mall,  913 
Market  Tower,  P.O.  Box  2094, 
Wilmington,  DE  19899.  Contract, 
irregular:  Malt  beverages,  in  bottles, 
cans  and  Aegs.between  the  facilities  of 
Anheuser  Busch  Co.  in  Williamsburg, 

VA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Milford  and  New  Castle,  DE,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  NKS 
Distributors,  Inc.,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  NKS 
Distributors,  Inc.,  New  Churchman’s  Rd., 
New  Castle,  DE. 

MC  136357  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

9. 1981.  Applicant:  BEST 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  S. 
Washington  Ave  &  River  St.,  Scranton. 
PA  18503.  Representative:  Joseph  A. 
Keating,  Jr.,  121  S.  Main  St.,  Taylor,  PA 
18517.  Home  Entertainment  Devices, 
Parts  or  Accessories  thereto;  Supplies  or 
Materials  used  in  the  manufacture  or 
distribution  thereof  between  Dunmore, 
PA.  Bloomington,  IN,  Columbus,  Ofl  and 
Circleville,  OH,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  RCA  Corporation,  Bldg.  204- 
2,  Route  38,  Cherry  Hill,  NJ  08358. 

MC  150511  (Sub-II-8TA),  filed  March 

11. 1981.  Applicant:  BETTER  HOME 
DELEVERIES,  INC.,  3700  Park  East  Dr., 
Cleveland,  OH  44122.  Representative:  J. 
A.  Kundtz,  1100  National  City  Bank 
Bldg.,  Cleveland,  OH  44114.  Contract, 
irregular:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt 
in  by  retail  department  stores,  restricted 
to  residential  deliveries,  (1)  between 
Maywood,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Rockland  County,  NY,  and  (2) 


between  Hicks ville,  NY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  CT 
and  NJ  on  and  north  of  Rte.  33,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  J.  C.  Penney 
Company,  Inc.  Supporting  shipper  J.  C. 
Penney  Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  250, 
Wayne,  NJ  07470. 

MC  150762  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

6. 1981.  Applicant:  BENN  &  NOLT 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  1523  E.  Newport 
Street,  Lititz,  PA  17543.  Representative: 

J.  Bruce  Walter,  P.O.  Box  1146, 
Harrisburg,  PA  17108.  Modular  homes 
from  Pine  Grove,  PA  to  points  in  PA, 

NY,  NJ,  DE,  MD.  WV,  VT,  CT,  MA.  ME, 
and  NH.  Supporting  shipper:  Apeco 
Corporation — Newport  Homes  Division, 
Route  443,  Pine  Grove,  PA  17963. 

MC  150939  (Sub-n-17TA),  filed  March 

11. 1981.  Applicant:  GEMINI 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1533  Broad  St.. 
Greensburg,  PA  15601.  Representative: 
William  A.  Gray,  2310  Grant  Bldg., 
Pittsburgh,  PA  15219.  Chemical  and 
industrial  coatings,  caulking 
compounds,  solvents,  furniture  and 
furniture  products,  chemical  products, 
upholstery  fabric,  fireplace  furnishings, 
fireplace  accessories,  and  fireplace 
screens  between  the  facilities  of  DeSoto, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Berkeley  and  Orange, 

CA,  Canton,  Jackson  and  Union,  MS, 
Conover  and  Greensboro,  NC,  Des 
Plaines,  Elgin  and  Joliet,  IL, 

Chattanooga.  TN,  Columbus,  OH,  Fall 
River,  MA,  Garland,  TX,  Harahan,  LA, 
Hazleton,  PA,  Pennsauken,  NJ,  Orlando, 
FL.  and  Westland,  MI  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
DeSoto,  Inc.  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  DeSoto,  Inc.,  1700  South  Mt. 
Prospect  Rd.,  Des  Plaines,  IL  60018. 

MC  139814  (Sub-II-lTA).  filed  March 

9. 1981.  Applicant:  G.  W.  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  295,  3100  St.  Rt.  95.  Mt. 
Gilead,  OH  43338.  Representative:  James 
Duvall,  P.O.  Box  97,  220  W.  Bridge  St., 
Dublin,  OH  43017.  Cast  iron  pipe, 
fittings,  valves,  hydrants  and 
accessories  from  the  facilities  of  Clow 
Corporation  at  or  near  Coshocton,  OH 
to  points  in  FL.  Supporting  shipper:  Clow 
Corporation,  1211  W.  22nd  St.,  Oak 
Brook,  IL  60521. 

MC  115391  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  March 

9, 1981.  Applicant:  GENSIMORE 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  L,  Pleasant 
Gap,  PA  16823,  Representative:  Bary  L. 
Gensimore  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Contract,  irregular — Small  electrical 
household  appliances,  polypropylene, 
glass,  steel  and  other  related  materials 
used  in  the  manufacturing  of  small 
electrical  household  appliances 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  east  of  the 
Mississippi  River,  under  continuing 
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contract(s)  with  Proctor  Siles,  Inc.  of 
Altoona,  PA,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Proctor 
Silex.  Inc.,  Div.  of  SCM,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
352,  Rt.  220  North,  Altoona,  PA  16603. 

MC  150939  (Sub-II-16TA),  filed  March 

9. 1981.  Applicant:  GEMINI  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  1533  Broad  St.,  Greensburg,  PA 
15601.  Representative:  William  A.  Gray, 
2310  Grant  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219. 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
mail  order  houses  and  retail  chain 
department  stores  and  equipment, 

m  iterials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
conduct  of  such  businesses  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Service  Merchandise  in  TN, 
GA,  NC,  KY,  AL,  IN,  MI,  OH,  OK,  AR, 
MO,  IL,  NY,  MS,  MA,  PA,  FL,  IA,  CA, 

NE,  ME.  NJ,  NH,  CT,  and  VT,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  US, 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Service  Merchandise  Co.  of  Nashville, 

TN  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  authority  for  120  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Service  Merchandise  Co.,  P.O. 
Box  24600,  Nashville,  TN  37202. 

MC  488  (Sub-II-6TA),  filed  March  6, 
1981.  Applicant:  BREMAN’S  EXPRESS 
CO.,  318  Haymaker  Rd.,  Monroeville,  PA 
15146.  Representative:  Leslie  S.  Breman 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Rubber 
tires,  tubes,  flaps  and  related  articles 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  above  commodities, 
between  the  facilities  of  McCreary  Tire 
&  Rubber  Co.  in  Allegheny  and  Indiana 
Counties,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  NC  and  VA,  for  270 
days.  An  Underlying  ETA  seeks  270 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
McCreary  Tire  &  Rubber  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
549, 1600  W.  Washington  St.,  Indiana, 

PA  15701. 

MC  151401  (Sub-II-2TA),  filed  March 

16. 1981.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
RESOURCES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1419,  West 
Chester,  PA  19380.  Representative: 

Daniel  B.  Johnson,  4304  East-West 
Highway,  Washington,  DC  20014.  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail, 
department,  mail  order,  and  discount 
stores,  between  points  in  NJ  and 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Commercial  Zone,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  LA,  AR,  MO, 
IA,  and  WI  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Jefferson  Ward,  Inc., 
15800  N.W.,  13th  Avenue,  Miami,  Florida 
33169. 

MC  128662  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

16, 1981.  Applicant:  STICKLERS 
GARAGE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2842, 
Winchester,  VA  22601.  Representative: 
Dixie  C.  Newhouse,  P.O.  Box  1417, 


Hagerstown,  MD  21740.  Contract: 
Irregular:  Foodstuffs,  except  in  bulk, 
including  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale 
and  distribution  thereof,  between 
Clifton,  NJ,  and  New  Holland,  PA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  WI,  IL, 
KY,  TN  and  MS,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Globe 
Products  Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1927, 
Clifton,  NJ  07015. 

MC  154792  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March 

18. 1981.  Applicant:  SWIM  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  Route  4,  Box  719,  Princeton,  WV 
24740.  Representative:  Terrell  C.  Clark, 
P.O.  Box  25,  Stanleytown,  VA  24168. 
Lumber  and  logs,  materials,  supplies, 
and  equipment  used  in  the  production 
and  distribution  of  lumber  and  logs, 
between  points  in  WV,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  GA,  IN, 
KY,  MD,  MI,  NC,  OH,  PA,  SC,  TN,  and 
VA  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shippers:  LPC  Lumber  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
1833,  Charleston,  WV  25237.  Lusk 
Lumber  Co.  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  57,  Herndon, 
WV  24728.  The  Dean  Co..  P.O.  Box  1239, 
Princeton,  WV  24740. 

MC  98950  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  March  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  S.  S.  BERTZ  &  SONS, 
INC.,  226  W.  Lemon  St.,  Lancaster,  PA 
17603.  Representative:  Edward  N. 

Button,  580  Northern  Ave.,  Hagerstown, 
MD  21740.  Contract,  irregular — General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  &  B  explosives,  HHG’s 
as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  points  in 
PA,  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  Western  Maryland 
Railroad,  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Fort  Pitt 
Consolidators,  Inc.,  5008  Erbs  Bridge 
Rd.,  Mechanicsburg,  PA  17055. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  3.  Send  protests  to  ICC, 
Regional  Authority  Center,  P.O.  Box 
7600,  Atlanta,  GA  30357. 

MC  148016  (Sub-3-3TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  McWHORTER- 
GRAY  ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  1010 
Highway  15  North,  Ripley,  MS  38663. 
Representative:  Fred  W.  Johnson,  Jr„ 
P.O.  Box  22807,  Jackson,  MS  39205.  (1) 
Plastic  pipe  and  accessories;  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  between 
Prentiss  County,  MS  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  H  &  W  Industries,  Inc.,  Booneville, 
MS.  Supporting  shipper:  H  &  W 


Industries,  Inc.,  200  Park  Place, 
Booneville,  MS  38829. 

MC  126542  (Sub-3-6TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  B.  R.  WILLIAMS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3310, 

Oxford,  AL  36201.  Representative:  John 
W.  Cooper,  P.O.  Box  56,  Mentone,  AL 
35984.  Contract  irregular,  Cotton  and 
Textiles  Products,  finished  and 
unfinished,  and  Material,  Equipment, 
Machinery  and  Supplies  used  or  utilized 
in  the  manufacture  and  shipping  thereof, 
between  Miami,  FL,  Leakesville,  MS  and 
Talladega,  AL  and  points  in  the  U.S. 
except  AK  and  HI.  Supporting  shipper: 
Niki-Lu  Industries  of  Alabama,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  737,  Talladega,  AL  35160. 

MC  148362  (Sub-3-8TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  HAR-BET,  INC., 

7209  Tara  Blvd.,  Jonesboro,  GA  30238. 
Representative:  J.  Harold  Wright  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier, 
irregular,  general  commodities,  except 
in  bulk,  between  points  in  and  east  of 
MN,  IA,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX.  Supporting 
shipper:  Paradies  and  Co.,  4970  Fulton 
Industrial  Blvd.,  Atlanta,  GA  30336. 

MC  037896  (Sub-3-5TA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  YOUNGBLOOD 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1048, 
Fletcher,  NC  28732.  Representative: 
Henry  B.  Stockinger  (same  address  as 
above).  Contract  Carrier:  irregular;  (1) 
Wheels,  Iron,  Steel  or  other  Metal,  or 
other  Metal  combined  with  Iron  or 
Steel;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  International 
Manufacturing  Company.  Supporting 
shipper:  International  Manufacturing 
Company,  165  Industrial  Park,  Benicia, 
CA  94510. 

MC  111936  (Sub-3-5TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  MURROW’S 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4095,  High 
Point,  NC  27263.  Representative:  Wilmer 
B.  Hill,  Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001. 
Fiberboard  mouldings,  between  points 
in  Berrien  County,  MI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  NC. 
Supporting  shipper:  Tafcor,  Inc.,  Rt.  2, 
Box  513,  Berrien  Springs,  MI  49103. 

MC  147886  (Sub-3-35TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  DELTA  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  18423, 
Memphis,  TN  38118.  Representative:  R. 
Connor  Wiggins,  Jr.,  Suite  909, 100  N. 
Main  Bldg.,  Memphis,  TN  38103.  Such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  food 
brokerage  houses  between  Dallas, 
Houston  and  Laredo,  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States.  Supporting  shipper: 
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Lester  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc.,  11106 
Morrison  Lane,  Dallas,  TX  75229. 

MC  129712  (Sub-3-9TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  GEORGE  BENNETT 
MOTOR  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  569, 
McDonough,  GA  30253.  Representative: 
Frank  D.  Kali,  Postell  &  Hall,  P.C.,  Suite 
713,  3384  Peachtree  Rd.,  NE.,  Atlanta, 

GA  30326.  Contract,  irregular,  Such 
commodities  as  used,  sold,  or  dealt  in 
by  dealers,  manufacturers,  and 
distributors  of  (1)  agricultural 
equipment;  (2)  industrial  equipment;  (3) 
road  building  equipment;  and  (4)  lawn 
care  products,  between  all  points  in  the 
US,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Hesston  Corporation.  Supporting 
shipper:  Hesston  Corporation.  P.O.  Box 
788,  Hesston,  KS,  67062. 

MC  154632  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

10. 1981.  Applicant:  K  &  A 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1708,  Marion,  NC  28752.  Representative: 
Gary  E.  Morgan  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Plastic  products  other  than 
in  bulk  and  material  used  in  the 
manufacturer  of  such  plastic  products 
between  Hudson,  NC  and  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  &  HI).  Supporting 
shipper:  International  Paper  Co.,  P.O. 

Box  337,  Hudson,  NC  28638. 

MC  153217  (Sub-3-3TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  JACK  THOMAS 
d.b.a.  JACK  THOMAS  TRUCKING,  P.O. 
Box  337,  Tellico  Plains,  TN  37385. 
Representative:  Lavem  R.  Holdeman, 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 

Boxed  meat  from  the  facilities  of  DPM  of 
Kansas,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Wichita,  KS,  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper: 
DPM  of  Kansas,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  8183, 
Wichita,  KS  67208. 

MC  115841  (Sub-3-50TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  McBride  Lane,  P.O.  Box  22168, 
Knoxville,  TN  37922.  Representative: 
Michelene  Good  (same  as  above).  Fire 
brick  or  fire  clay  from  Greensboro,  NC 
to  points  in  CA  and  WA.  Supporting 
shipper:  Resco  Products,  P.O.  Box  7247, 
Greensboro,  NC  27407. 

MC  148410  (Sub-3~5TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  BRAVO 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  6440  Hillandale 
Drive,  Suite  263,  Lithonia,  GA  30058. 
Representative:  Charles  E.  Puckett 
(same  as  above).  Contract,  irregular: 
Foodstuffs,  ie,  (1)  Curring,  seasoning, 
preserving,  coloring,  confectioners, 
spices,  salts,  flavoring  ingredients,  flour, 
bleached  or  unbleached,  edible.  (2) 
Materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacturing,  distribution,  sales 
of  commodities  listed  in  (1)  above: 
Between  Los  Angeles  and  Union  City, 
CA;  Atlanta  and  Lithonia,  GA;  Chicago 
and  Alsip,  IL;  Remington,  IN;  Union,  NJ; 


and  Mayland,  TN;  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  all  points  in  the  U.S. 
excluding  Al  and  HI.  Supporting  shipper: 
Griffith  Laboratories,  U.S.A.,  12200  S. 
Central  Ave.,  Alsip,  IL  60658. 

MC  111548  (Sub-3-5TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  SHARPE  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  517,  Hildebran, 

NC  28637.  Representative:  Vernon  T. 
Watkins  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Nails,  hand  carts,  steel  utility  buildings, 
lcwnmowers,  roof  ridge  vent,  wheel¬ 
barrows  and  wire  fencing,  from  La  Salle, 
De  Kalb.  Sangamon,  McHenry  and 
Clinton  Counties,  IL,  Polk  and  Clinton 
Counties,  LA,  Bergen  and  Morris 
Counties,  N),  to  NC,  and  SC.  Supporting 
shipper:  Lowe's  Companies,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  1111,  North  Wilkesboro,  NC  29856. 

MC  112520  (Sub-3-16TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  McKENZIE  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  1200, 
Tallahassee,  FL  32302.  Representative: 
Sol  H.  Proctor,  1101  Blackstone  Building, 
Jacksonville,  FL  32202.  Amines  from 
Pace,  FL  to  points  in  CA.  Supporting 
shipper:  Air  Products  and  Chemicals, 
Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  538,  Allentown,  PA 
18105. 

MC  116947  (Sub-3-14TA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  SCOTT  TRANSFER 
CO.,  INC.,  1134  Sylvan  Road.  SW., 
Atlanta,  GA  30310.  Representative: 
Warren  A.  Goff,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38137. 
General  commodities  (except  Class  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  Shelby 
County,  TN  and  Tunica  County,  MS,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  NC,  SC, 
KY,  VA,  GA,  IL,  IA,  MO,  WI.  OH,  IN, 

KS,  ND.  AR,  MS,  MN,  CO,  PA.  and  LA. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Drexel 
Chemical  Co.,  Inc.  Supporting  shipper 
Drexel  Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  2487 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38109. 
MC  59150  (Sub-3-16TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  PLOOF  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1414  Lindrose  Street, 
Jacksonville,  FL  32206.  Representative: 
Martin  Sack,  Jr.,  203  Marine  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  311  W.  Duval  Street 
Jacksonville,  FL  32202.  General 
commodities  (except  Classes  A  &B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the 
United  States  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Alton  Packaging 
Corporation.  Supporting  shipper:  Alton 
Packaging  Corporation,  401  Alton  Street 
Alton,  IL  62002. 

MC  134105  (Sub-3-17TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  CELERYVALE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1706  Roseville 
Avenue,  Chattanooga,  TN  37408. 
Representative:  James  E.  Elgin  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Humus  Inoculant 
for  seed  and  Moly-Co-Thi  seed 
treatment  between  points  in  the  states 
of:  CO,  IA,  ID,  and  IL,  on  the  one  hand. 


and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  (restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
utilized  by  North  American  Plant 
Breeders).  Supporting  shipper  North 
American  Plant  Breeders,  P.O.  Box  404. 
Princeton,  IL  61356. 

MC  134105  (Sub-3-16TA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  CELERYVALE 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1706  RossviUe 
Avenue,  Chattanooga,  TN  37408. 
Representative:  James  E.  Elgin  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Foodstuffs, 
Materials,  Equipment  and  Supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
distribution  of  foodstuffs:  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) 
between  points  in  the  states  of:  CT,  ID, 
MI.  OH.  OR.  PA.  and  WI  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.  (restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  utilized  by  Ore- 
Ida  Foods,  Inc.).  Supporting  shipper 
Ore-Ida  Foods,  Inc.,  220  West 
Parkcenter  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  10, 

Boise,  Idaho  83707. 

MC  125037  (Sub-3-llTA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  DIXIE  MIDWEST 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  372, 
Greensboro,  AL  36744.  Representative: 
John  R.  Frawley,  Jr.,  Suite  200, 120 
Summit  Parkway,  Birmingham,  AL 
35209.  General  commodities  (except 
used  household  goods,  hazardous  or 
secret  materials,  and  sensitive  weapons 
and  munitions)  between  points  in  the 
U.S  restricted  to  service  for  the  account 
of  East-West  Shippers,  Inc.  Supporting 
shipper:  East-West  Shippers,  Inc.,  4114 
Plaza  Drive,  Westmont,  IL  60559. 

MC  138635  (Sub-3-16TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  CAROLINA 
WESTERN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
3995,  Gastonia.  NC  28052. 
Representative:  Eric  Meierhoefer,  Suite 
423, 1511  K  Street  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Textile  mill  products, 
between  points  in  GA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  and  west  of 
AL  TN.  MO,  IA.  NE,  WY  and  MT. 
Supporting  shipper  There  are  six 
supporting  shippers  to  this  application. 
Their  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  Atlanta,  GA.  Regional  Office  of  the 
ICC. 

MC  144913  (Sub-3-5TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  COMPTON 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  5300  Kennedy  Road, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
David  L  Capps,  P.O.  Box  924, 
Douglasville,  GA  30133.  Glass  bottles, 
jars  and  shipping  containers  between 
the  facilities  of  Chattanooga  Glass  at  or 
near  Memphis  and  Chattanooga,  TN  and 
Mineral  Wells,  MS,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL  FL  GA, 
KY,  MS.  NC,  and  SC.  Supporting 
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shipper:  Chattanooga  Glass,  P.O.  Box 
329,  Mineral  Wells,  MS. 

MC  146233  (Sub-3-3TA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  BOBBY  REEVES 
CO.,  INC.,  Box  630,  Route  No.  3, 
Adairsville,  GA  30103.  Representative: 
Mark  S.  Gray,  P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA 
30301.  Common:  irregular:  Charcoal, 
charcoal  briquets,  vermiculite,  activated 
carbon,  hickory  chips,  lighter  fluid, 
charcoal  grills;  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  such 
commodities  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  facilities 
utilized  by  Husky  Industries,  Inc. 
Supporting  shipper:  Husky  Industries, 

Inc.,  62  Perimeter  Center,  East,  Atlanta, 
GA  30346. 

MC  121306  (Sub-3-2TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  98,  Gold  Hill, 
NC  28071.  Representative:  Claude  O. 
Earnhardt  (same  as  above).  Lumber  and 
wood  products,  between  AL,  AR,  DE,  FL, 
GA,  IN,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MI,  MO,  MS,  NC, 

NJ.  NY,  OH,  PA,  SC,  TN,  VA,  WV. 
Supporting  shippers:  Empire  Wholesale 
Lumber  Co.,  P.O.  Box  249,  Akron,  OH 
44309  and  Woodkraft-Div.  of  GA  Kraft, 
P.O.  Box  2489,  Peachtree  City,  GA  30269. 

MC  154848  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  A.T.L.,  INC.,  2110 
Lawrence  Street,  East  Point,  GA  30344. 
Representative:  Frank  D.  Hall,  Postell  & 
Hall,  P.C.,  Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree  Rd., 
N.E.,  Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Contract 
irregular,  General  commodities  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  all  points 
in  the  US,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  World  Bazaar  and  Majik  Market, 
both  wholly  owned  subsidiaries  of 
Munford,  Inc.  Supporting  shippers: 

Majik  Market,  a  subsidiary  of  Munford, 
Inc.  1860-74  Peachtree  Rd.,  N.E., 

Atlanta,  GA,  30309,  and  World  Bazaar,  a 
subsidiary  of  Munford,  Inc.,  2110 
Lawrence  St.,  East  Point,  GA,  30344. 

MC  154858  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  MILNER  SUPER 
GAS,  INC.,  930  Richland  Avenue,  West 
Aiken,  SC  29801.  Representative:  C. 
Wesley  Smith,  127  Greenville  Street, 
S.W.,  P.O.  Box  2730,  Aiken,  SC  29801. 
Liquid  petroleum,  natural  gas,  and  their 
products  and  chemicals  and  related 
products  in  tank  trucks,  between  points 
in  GA  and  points  in  SC.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Town-Farms,  Inc.,  d.b.a., 
Dailey  Oil  Co.,  230  Marlboro  St.,  Aiken, 
SC  29801;  Anderson  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  8,  Williston,  SC:  R.  L.  Jordan  Oil  Co. 
of  SC,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2527,  Spartanburg, 
SC  29304;  Koch  Fuels,  Inc.,  208  Prep 
Phillips  Dr.,  Augusta,  GA  30902. 


MC  144964  (Sub-3-6TA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  ESSEX  EXPRESS, 
INCORPORATED,  1200  Hammondville 
Road,  Pompano  Beach,  FL  33060. 
Representative:  D.  A.  Allen,  2550  M 
Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20037. 
Contract  carrier:  Irregular.  Frozen  citrus 
concentrate  from  Hillsborough,  Lake 
and  Polk  Co.s  in  FL  to  Bergen  Co.,  NJ 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Glazer 
Frozen  Food  Specialties,  Inc.,  Patterson, 
NJ.  Supporting  shipper:  Glazier  Frozen 
Food  Specialties,  Inc.  191  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  Patterson,  NJ  07503. 

MC  154861  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  CAROLINA 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  550, 
Forest  City,  NC  28043.  Representative: 
Eric  Meierhoefer,  Suite  423, 1511  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
New  furniture  and  new  furniture  parts, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof, 

(1)  between  points  in  Alexander, 
McDowell,  Rutherford,  Catawba, 
Caldwell,  Davidson,  Randolph  and 
Graham  Counties,  NC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  FL,  GA,  AL 
and  MS,  and  points  in  and  west  of  WI, 
IA,  MO,  AR  and  LA;  and  (2)  between 
points  in  Travis  County,  TX,  and 
Areadia,  LA,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Supporting  shippers:  Broyhill  Furniture 
Industries,  Inc.,  Broyhill  Park,  Lenoir, 

NC  28633;  Dixie  Furniture  Company, 

Inc.,  South  Salisbury  Street,  P.O.  Box 
1008,  Lexington,  NC  27292;  Burlington 
Furniture  (a  Division  of  Burlington 
Industries),  P.O.  Box  907,  Lexington,  NC 
27292;  and  Fairfield  Chair  Company, 

Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1710,  Lenoir,  NC  29745. 

MC  143059  (Sub-3-4lTA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  MERCER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  P.O.  Box 
35610,  Louisville,  KY  40232. 
Representative:  Kenneth  W.  Kilgore 
(same  as  applicant).  Lumber,  lumber 
products  and  forest  products  from  TN  to 
points  in  SD,  KS,  OK,  TX,  MO,  IL,  MI, 

IN,  KY,  TN,  MS,  OH,  NY,  PA,  WV,  VA, 
GA,  SC  and  WI.  Supporting  shippers: 
Holder  &  Northern  Lumber  Co.,  5705 
New  York  Ave.,  Nashville,  TN  37209; 
Whitson  Lumber  Co.,  5701  California 
Ave.,  Nashville,  TN  37209;  Lowe  Lumber 
Sales,  Inc.,  Box  446,  Cookeville,  TN 
38501. 

MC  31675  (Sub-3-40TA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  NORTHERN 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  34303, 
Charlotte,  N.C.  28234.  Representative: 
Jay  R.  Hanson  (same  as  above). 
Machinery  and  articles  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof  between  Trenton, 
NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 

.  points  in  the  U.S.  except  AK  and  HI. 


Supporting  shipper(s):  General  Electric 
Company,  2231  East  State  Street, 

Trenton,  NJ  08619. 

MC  115793  (Sub-3-5TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  CALDWELL 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  620, 
Lenoir,  NC  28645.  Representative: 

Charles  Ephraim,  406  World  Center 
Building,  918 16th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  New  furniture, 
furniture  parts  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacturing  of 
furniture  and  furniture  parts  (except 
commodities  in  bulk):  Between  points  in 
NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  KY,  MO,  NC  and  TN. 

Supporting  shippers:  Hammary 
Manufacturing  Company,  P.O.  Box  760, 
Lenoir,  NC  28645;  Singer  Furniture 
Company,  P.O.  Box  1588,  Lenoir,  NC 
28645;  Bernhardt  Furniture  Company, 
P.O.  Box  740,  Lenoir,  NC  28645;  Broyhill 
Furniture  Industries,  P.O.  Box  700, 

Lenoir,  NC  28645.  Applicant  intends  to 
interline  at  Asheville,  Hickory,  High 
Point,  and  Lenoir,  NC. 

MC  154511  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

17. 1981.  Applicant:  N  &  M  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  105  Case  Street,  Morganton,  NC 
28655.  Representative:  William  P. 
Farthing,  Jr.,  1100  Cameron-Brown 
Building,  301  S.  McDowell  Street, 
Charlotte,  North  Carolina  28204. 
Contract  carrier:  irregular:  furniture  and 
fixtures,  between  points  in  Burke, 
Cleveland,  Davie,  McDowell  and 
Guilford  Counties,  NC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  WA,  OR,  CA, 
AZ,  NM,  TX,  ID,  UT,  WY,  NV,  CO  and 
MT,  under  continuing  contract  with 
Drexel  Heritage  Furnishings  Inc. 
Supporting  shipper:  Drexel  Heritage 
Furnishings  Inc.,  Drexel,  North  Carolina 
28619. 

MC  154498  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  TRAVEL  PLUS  OF 
OCALA,  INC.,  1219  N.E.  46th  Court, 
Ocala,  FI.  32671.  Representative:  Robert 
B.  Nadeau,  Jr.,  17th  Floor,  CNA  Building, 
P.O.  Box  231,  Orlando,  FI.  32802. 
Passengers  and  their  baggage  in  round 
trip,  special  and  charter  operations 
between  points  in  Marion,  Lake,  Citrus, 
Hernando,  Sumter,  and  Alachua 
Counties,  FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  all  points  in  the  U.S. 
Supporting  shippers:  There  are  ten 
statements  attached  to  this  application 
which  may  be  reviewed  at  the  Atlanta 
Regional  Office. 

MC  150772  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

24. 1981.  Applicant:  NCV  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  807  Ramblingwood  Court, 
Nashville,  TN  37217.  Representative: 
Roland  M.  Lowell,  618  United  American 
Bank  Building,  Nashville,  TN  37219. 
Meats  and  meat  products  from  San 
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Antonio  and  Friona,  TX,  (and  their 
commercial  zones)  to  Cohoes,  NY  (and 
its  commercial  zone).  Supporting 
shipper:  Equity  Meat  Corporation,  18 
Courtland  Street,  Cohoes,  NY  12047. 

MC  154006  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
February  11, 1981.  Applicant:  A.  R. 
MANN,  JR.  &  W.  J.  MANN,  d.b.a.  MANN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  277,  Skene, 

MS  38775.  Representative:  R.  Connor 
Wiggins,  Jr.,  Suite  909, 100  N.  Main  Bldg., 
Memphis,  TN  38103.  Steel  nails  from 
Rosedale,  MS,  to  Cleveland,  MS,  having 
a  prior  movement  by  water.  Supporting 
shipper:  Duo  Fast  Corporation,  800 
North  Pearman,  Cleveland,  MS  38732. 

MC  133221  (Sub-3-8TA),  filed  March 

24. 1981.  Applicant:  OVERLAND  CO., 
INC.,  1991  Buford  Highway, 
Lawrenceville,  GA  30245. 

Representative:  W.  D.  Beaver  (same  as 
applicant).  Plastic  articles  and  material, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  and  sale 
thereof,  (except  commodities  in  bulk). 
Restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  utilized  by 
Amoco  Foam  Products  Company. 
Supporting  shipper:  Amoco  Foam 
Products  Company,  2100  Powers  Ferry 
Road,  Suite  200,  Atlanta,  GA  30099. 

MC  150865  (Sub-3-6TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  ATLANTIC  & 
WESTERN  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
INC.,  3934  Thurman  Road,  Forest  Park, 
Georgia  30051.  Representative:  Ronald  J. 
Turner  (same  as  above).  Cranes  and 
Spare  Parts  for  Cranes,  (1)  Between 
Chattanooga,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  the  Port  of  Charleston, 
Charleston,  SC;  and  (2)  Between 
Chattanooga,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  all  points  within  the  U.S. 
Supporting  shipper:  Koehring-Southem 
Plant-Lorain  Div.,  25  Manufacturers  Rd., 
Chattanooga,  TN  37401. 

MC  154108  (Sub-3-2TA),  filed  March 

25. 1981.  Applicant:  CALHOUN 
TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  INC., 
Old  Route  11,  P.O.  Box  10,  Calhoun,  TN 
37309.  Representative:  M.  C.  Ellis,  c/o 
Chattanooga  Frieght  Bureau,  Inc.,  1001 
Market  Street,  Chattanooga,  TN  37402. 
Such  commodities  as  are  used,  dealt  in, 
or  distributed  by  a  manufacturer  and 
distributor  of  paper  and  paper  products 
between  the  facilities  of  Bowater 
Southern  Paper  Company  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

AR,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY.  MS,  OH,  PA,  TN, 
V A,  and  WV.  Supporting  shipper. 
Bowater  Southern  Paper  Company, 
Calhoun.  TN  37309. 

MC  110878  (Sub-3-9),  filed  March  24. 
1981.  Applicant:  ARGO  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  955, 

Elberton,  GA  30635.  Representative:  Sol 
H.  Proctor,  1101  Blackstone  Building, 


Jacksonville,  FL  32202.  Granite,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 
Supporting  shippers:  Granite  Brokers, 

Inc.,  Old  1st  National  Bank  Building, 
Elberton,  GA  30035,  Phillips  Granite 
Company,  P.O.  Box  541,  Winnsboro,  SC 
29180,  and  Welch’s  Granite  Company, 
P.O.  Box  369,  Elberton,  GA  30635. 

MC  116300  (Sub-3-8TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  NANCE  AND 
COLLUMS,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  J, 
Femwood,  MS  39635.  Representative: 
Harold  D.  Miller,  Jr.,  17th  Floor,  Deposit 
Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22567, 

Jackson,  MS  39205.  Potash,  and  other 
fertilizer  ingredients,  from  NM  to  points 
in  LA  and  MS.  Supporting  shippers:  S  & 

M  Fertilizer  &  Seed  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O. 

Drawer  J,  Franklinton,  LA  70438; 
Washington  Co-op,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  648, 
Franklinton,  LA  70438;  Walthall  County 
Co-op  (AAD),  P.O.  Box  469,  Tylertown, 
MS  39667;  Guaranty  Seed  Duson,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  126,  Duson,  LA  70529;  Great 
River  Fertilizer,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1041, 
Vicksburg,  MS  39180. 

MC  112617  (Sub-3-17TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  21395, 
Louisville,  KY  40221.  Representative: 
Larry  W.  Thompson,  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Propane,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  the  facility  of  Crystal  Oil 
Company  at  or  near  Patoka,  IN  to 
Leitchfield,  KY.  Supporting  shipper:  John 
E.  Foster  and  Son,  Inc.,  207  North  Main, 
Leitchfield,  KY  42754. 

MC  154490  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  SHARON  L.  DEAN 
AND  KENNETH  R.  MARLAR,  d.b.a. 
DEAN  AND  MARLAR  CONTRACT 
CARRIERS,  2013  Shiloh  Road,  Corinth, 
MS  38834.  Representative:  John 
Davidson,  Box  1456,  111  Highway  72 
West,  Corinth,  MS  38834.  Contract 
Irregular,  Printed  Matter  from  MS  to 
OH,  GA,  IL,  and  TN  restricted  to  the 
account  of  Hall  of  Mississippi.  Inc. 
Supporting  shipper:  Hall  of  Mississippi, 
Inc.,  Golden  Drive,  Corinth,  MS  38834. 

MC  154574  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  LANCASTER 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  521,  Lancaster, 
SC  29720.  Representative:  James  K. 
Davis,  P.O.  Box  337,  Lancaster,  SC  2972. 
Passengers  between  Lancaster,  SC,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  The 
General  Tire  and  Rubber  Co.  Plant, 
Arrowood  Industrial  Park,  Charlotte, 

NC.  Supporting  shipper.  There  are 
twelve  statements  of  support  on  record 
at  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Regional  Authority/Complaint  Center, 
Atlanta,  GA  30357. 

MC  2900  (Sub-3-28TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  RYDER  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  2050  Kings  Road,  P.O.  Box 
2408,  Jacksonville,  FL  32203. 


Representative:  S.  E.  Somers,  Jr.,  (same 
as  applicant).  Contract;  Irregular  Such 
commodities  as  dealt  in  by  food 
business  houses,  and  equipment, 
material,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
conduct  of  business  between  points  in 
the  United  States,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  The  Kroger  Company. 
Supporting  shipper:  The  Kroger 
Company,  1014*Vine  SL,  Cincinnati,  OH 
45201. 

MC  135895  (Sub-3-22TA),  filed 
February  19, 1980.  Republication — 
originally  published  in  Federal  Register, 
of  03-09-81,  Page  15809,  volume  46,  No. 
45.  Applicant:  B  &  R  DRAY  AGE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8534,  Battlefield  Station, 
Jackson,  MS.  Representative:  Douglas  C. 
Wynn,  Wynn,  Bogen  &  Mitchell,  P.O. 

Box  1295,  Greenville,  MS  38701.  Paper 
and  plastics,  and  paper  and  plastic 
articles  and  products  (except  in  bulk) 
and  (2)  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale, 
assembly  and  distribution  of 
commodities  described  in  (1)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment)  between 
Green  Bay,  WI  and  Muskogee,  OK  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AL,  AR,  AZ,  CO,  FL,  GA,  KS,  KY.  LA, 
MO,  MS,  NM,  NC,  NV,  OH,  OK,  SC.  TN. 
TX,  UT,  VA  and  WI;  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  facilities  of 
Fort  Howard  Paper  Company. 
Supporting  shippers):  Fort  Howard 
Paper  Company,  1919  South  Broadway, 
Green  Bay,  WI  54305. 

MC  111545  (Sub-3-10TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  HOME 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  GA 
30065.  Representative:  J.  Michael  May, 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Furniture 
and  fixtures  (such  as  cabinets,  knocked- 
down  furniture)  from  the  facilities  of 
Sturdi-Craft,  Inc.  at  or  near  Klamath 
Falls,  OR,  to  Points  in  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN, 
MD,  MA,  MN,  MO,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA,  TX 
and  WI.  Supporting  shipper.  Sturdi- 
Craft,  Inc.,  2742  Homedale  Road, 
Klamath  Falls,  OR  97601. 

MC  145515  (Sub-3-2TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  GREENE’S 
CARTAGE  CO.,  INC.,  1934  Avalon 
Avenue,  Muscle  Shoals,  AL  35660. 
Representative:  Robert  E.  Bom,  Suite 
508, 1447  Peachtree  Street,  NE.,  Atlanta, 
GA  30309.  Fertilizer,  from  Florence,  AL 
to  points  in  MS  and  TN.  Supporting 
Shipper:  International  Minerals  & 
Chemical  Corp.,  Box  158,  Florence.  AL 
35630. 

MC  144827  (Sub-3-36TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  DELTA  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  18423, 
Memphis,  TN  38118.  Representative;  R. 
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Connor  Wiggins,  Jr.,  Suite  909, 100  N. 
Main  Bldg.,  Memphis,  TN  38113. 

Charcoal  from  Meta,  MO,  To  Hartford, 
CT;  Lancaster,  PA;  North  Tonawanda, 

NY;  and  Gloucester  City,  NJ.  Supporting 
Shipper:  Standard  Milling  Company, 

P.O.  Box  410,  Kansas  City,  MO  64141. 

MC 145027  (Sub-3-3TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  BO-MARK 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  652, 
Savannah,  GA  31402.  Representative: 
William  P.  Sullivan,  818  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington  DC  20006. 
Lumber  and  wood  products  Between 
facility  of  Union  Camp  Corporation  at  or 
near  Meldrim,  GA  and  points  in  AL,  FA, 
GA,  NC.  SC,  TN  and  VA.  Supporting 
shipper:  Union  Camp  Corporation,  1600 
Valley  Road.  Wayne,  NJ  07470. 

MC  108676  (Sub-3-7TA),  filed  March 

24, 1981.  Applicant:  A.  J.  METLER 
HAULING  &  RIGGING,  INC.,  117 
Chicamauga  Avenue,  Knoxville, 
Tennessee  37917.  Representative: 

Michael  S.  Teets,  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Commodities  used  in  the 
discovery,  development,  production, 
refining,  manufacture,  processing, 
storage,  transmission  and  distribution  of 
petroleum  or  natural  gas  products  or  by¬ 
products;  fabricated  metal  products 
between  points  in  the  United  States,  for 
the  account  of  Plasti-Line,  Inc.  and  its 
agents,  dealers,  or  subsidiaries. 
Supporting  shipper:  Plasti-Line,  Inc.  P.O. 
Box  5066,  Knoxville,  Tennessee  37918. 

MC  154918  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

24. 1981.  Applicant:  CUMMINS 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  Apple  Tree 
Street,  Mt.  Pleasant.  TN  38474. 
Representative:  Robert  L.  Baker,  618 
United  American  Bank  Building. 
Nashville,  TN  37219.  Contract  carrier, 
irregular  routes;  Insulation  products 
betweem  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contracts  with  Fiber  Foil 
Insulation  Co.,  Johnson  Insulation  Co., 
Industrial  Products  Co.,  of  Mt.  Pleasant, 
TN.  Supporting  shippers:  Fiber  Foil 
Insulation  Co.,  Boswell  St.,  Mt.  Pleasant, 
TN  38474;  Johnson  Insulation  Co., 
Boswell  St.,  Mt.  Pleasant,  TN  38474; 
Industrial  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  Boswell  St., 
Mt.  Pleasant,  TN  38474. 

MC  151040  (Sub-3-3TA),  filed  March 

26. 1981.  Applicant:  RTL  HOLDINGS. 
INC.  2050  Kings  Road,  Jacksonville,  FL 
32209.  Representative:  Paul  Dixon  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract: 
Irregular  Cast  Iron  Sr  Steel  Pipe,  Valves, 
Hydrants,  Fittings,  Flanges,  Ends, 
Glands,  Joints,  Tees,  Elbows,  Castings, 
Couplings,  Accessories  and  Related 
Articles  between  AL  and  TN,  and  points 
in  the  United  States,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  U.S.  Pipe  &  Foundry  Co. 
Supporting  shipper:  U.S.  Pipe  &  Foundry 


Co.,  3300  First  Avenue,  North, 
Birmingham,  AL  35202. 

MC  147911  (Sub-3-6TA),  filed  March 

26. 1981.  Applicant:  TILFORD 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  34, 

Readyville,  TN  37419.  Representative: 
Henry  E.  Seaton,  929  Pennsylvania  Bldg., 
425  13th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20004.  Glues  and  adhesives  and 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  same 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Tennessee  Adhesives 
and  Chemical  Corporation  at  or  near  Mt. 
Juliet,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  all 
points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  other.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper: 

Tennessee  Adhesives  and  Chemicals 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  60294,  Nashville, 
TN  37206. 

MC  154955  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

26. 1981.  Applicant:  SHELLY  SWIFT, 
d.b.a.  R.K.D.  FARMS.  P.O.  Box  1718, 
Ocala,  FL  32678.  Representative:  Sol  H. 
Proctor,  1101  Blackstone  Bldg., 
Jacksonville,  FL  32202.  Food  and  kindred 
products,  (1)  Between  points  in  FL, 
restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water,  and  (2) 
Between  points  in  Morgan  County,  AL; 
Lowndes  and  Hall  Counties,  GA  and 
Calhoun  County,  SC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Hillsborough 
County,  FL.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Central  Sunshine  Enterprises,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  9491,  Winter  Haven,  FL  33880; 
Cargill,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  11926,  Tampa,  FL 
33680  and  I.  S.  Joseph  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
19127,  Tampa,  FL  33686. 

MC  147657  (Sub-3-3TA),  filed  March 

5. 1981.  Republication — originally 
published  in  Federal  Register  of  03-16- 
81,  page  16976,  volume  46,  No.  50. 
Applicant:  FLEETCO  INC.,  801  N. 
Interstate  85,  Charlotte,  N.C.  28216. 
Representative:  W.  G.  Reese,  315  W. 
Victoria,  Gardenia,  CA  90248.  Lumber, 
veneer  or  forest  products,  plywood 
veneer  or  wood,  built  up  or  combined, 
between  Charlotte,  NC  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  east  of  a  line 
formed  by  the  western  boundaries  of  the 
states  of  WI,  IL,  KY,  TN,  MS.  Supporting 
shipper:  Vanply  Inc.  P.O.  Box  668289, 
Charlotte,  NC  28266. 

MC  153068  (Sub-3-4TA),  filed  March 

11. 1981.  Applicant:  CONWAY 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  3312 
Eugenia  Avenue,  Covington,  KY  41015. 
Representative:  Robert  Neville  (same  as 
above).  Contract  carrier;  irregular 
routes;  general  commodities,  except 
explosives  and  commodities  in  bulk  in 
tank  vehicles,  between  Cincinnati,  OH 
and  points  in  its  commercial  zone,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper(s):  There 


are  ten  statements  in  support  of  this 
application  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  ICC  Regional  Office,  Atlanta,  GA. 

MC  140800  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  March 

26, 1981.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
448,  McMinnville,  TN  37110. 
Representative:  Robert  L.  Baker,  Sixth 
Floor,  United  American  Bank,  Nashville, 
TN  37219.  Contract  carrier;  irregular 
routes;  such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
by  a  manufacturer  of  valves,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  DeZurik,  a  unit  of 
General  Signal  Corporation  of  Sartell, 
MN.  Supporting  shipper:  DeZurik,  a  unit 
of  General  Signal  Corporation,  Riverside 
Drive,  Sartell,  MN  56377. 

MC  144827  (Sub-3-38TA),  filed  March 

26. 1981.  Applicant:  DELTA  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  18423, 
Memphis,  TN  38118.  Representative:  R. 
Connor  Wiggins,  Jr.,  Suite  909, 100  N. 
Main  Bldg.,  Memphis,  TN  38103. 
Consumer  commodities  in  aerosol 
containers,  from  points  in  Memphis,  TN 
and  its  commercial  zone  to  points  in  the 
US.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Speer 
Products,  Inc.,  4242  B.  F.  Goodrich  Blvd., 
Memphis,  TN  38118. 

MC  144827  (Sub-3-37TA),  filed  March 

24. 1981.  Applicant:  DELTA  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  18423, 
Memphis,  TN  38118.  Representative:  R. 
Connor  Wiggins,  Jr.,  Suite  909, 100  N. 
Main  Bldg.,  Memphis,  TN  38103.  (1) 
Cellulose  film,  plastic  film  and  paper 
film  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
facilities  of  Printpack,  Inc.  at  Atlanta, 
GA  to  points  in  the  US;  and  (2) 
Materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
processing  and  manufacture  of  cellulose 
film,  plastic  film  and  paper  film  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  the 
US  to  facilities  of  Printpack,  Inc.,  at 
Atlanta,  GA.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Printpack,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  43687,  Atlanta, 
GA  30336. 

MC  154218  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
February  19, 1981.  Applicant:  GARY 
STEPHEN  LOWDER,  T  K  G 
TRANSPORT.  Route  1,  Box  673, 
Albemarle,  NC  28001.  Representative: 
Gary  Stephen  Lowder  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Cotton  Softeners  (1)  from 
Paterson,  NJ  to  points  in  NC  and 
Lexington,  AL,  (2)  from  points  in  NC  to 
Paterson,  NJ.  Supporting  shipper: 
Hydrolabs,  Inc.,  27  East  33rd  St., 
Paterson,  NJ  07514. 

MC  154160  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
February  19, 1981.  Republication — 
originally  published  in  Federal  Register 
of  03-02-81,  page  14857,  volume  46,  No. 
40.  Applicant:  J.  J.  SMITH  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  2700  Kendrick  Ave., 
Charlotte,  NC  28213.  Representative: 
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John  J.  Smith  (same  as  above).  Asphalt, 
rock  and  gravel,  in  dump  trucks, 
between  Indian  Trail,  NC  and  points  in 
SC.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Mathison 
Company,  P.O.  Box  1383,  Matthews,  NC 
28105. 

MC  153509  (Sub-3-7TA),  filed 
February  17, 1981.  Republication — 
originally  published  in  Federal  Register 
of  03-02-81,  page  14855,  volume  46,  No. 
40.  Applicant:  KENTUCKY  DISPATCH, 
INC.,  3303  Camp  Ground  Rd.,  Louisville, 
KY  40216.  Representative:  James  B. 
Murphy,  Suite  102,  Interchange  Bldg., 

835  W.  Jefferson  St.,  Louisville,  KY 
40202.  Contract  carrier;  irregular  routes; 
Hydraulic  and  non-hydraulic  lifts  and 
parts,  between  Madison,  IN,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  US, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Rotary 
Lift,  a  Division  of  Dover  Corp.,  2700 
Lanier  Dr.,  Madison,  IN.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Rotary  Lift,  a  Division  of 
Dover  Corp.,  2700  Lanier  Dr.,  Madison, 

IN  47250. 

MC  154297  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
February  23, 1981.  Republication — 
Originally  published  in  Federal  Register 
of  03-09-81,  page  15812,  volume  46,  No. 
45.  Applicant:  FLETCHER  EQUIPMENT 
CO.,  P.O.  Box  5682,  Tampa,  FL  33675. 
Representative:  Ansley  Watson,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  1531,  Tampa,  FL  33601.  Citrus  pulp 
and  citrus  pellets,  from  points  in  FL  to 
points  in  Hillsborough  and  Manatee 
Counties,  FL,  restricted  to  shipments 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  water.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Orange 
Co.  of  FL,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  351,  Bartow,  FL 
33830;  Central  Sunshine  Enterprises, 

Inc.,  P.O.  Box  9491,  Winter  Haven,  FL 
33880;  American  Orange  Corp.,  P.O.  Box 
1550,  Wauchula,  FL  33873  and  Holly  Hill 
Fruit  Products,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  708, 
Davenport,  FL  33837. 

MC  146782  (Sub-3-13TA),  filed 
February  24, 1981.  Republication — 
Originally  published  in  Federal  Register 
of  03-09-81,  page  15813,  volume  46,  No. 
45.  Applicant:  ROBERTS  CONTRACT 
CARRIER  CORPORATION,  300  First 
Avenue,  South,  Nashville,  TN  37201. 
Representative:  Stephen  L.  Edwards,  806 
Nashville  Bank  &  Trust  Bldg.,  Nashville, 
TN  37201.  Contract  carrier;  irregular 
routes,  Material  handling  equipment, 
between  points  in  the  US  (Except  AK 
and  HI),  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Equipment  Engineering  Co.  of 
Nashville,  TN.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Equipment  Engineering  Co.,  230-D 
Cumberland  Bend,  Nashville,  TN  37228. 

MC  147286  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed 
February  6, 1981.  Republication — 
Originally  published  in  Federal  Register 
of  02-23-81,  page  13603,  volume  46,  No. 
35.  Applicant:  A  &  L  TRUCKING.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  103,  Rocky  Face,  GA  30740. 


Representative:  Eric  Meierhoefer,  Suite 
423, 1511  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  (1)  Carpets,  jute  and  yarn,  and  (2) 
Materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  (1) 
above,  between  Savannah,  GA; 
Charleston,  and  Georgetown,  SC; 
Wilmington,  NC;  Newport  News  and 
Norfolk,  VA;  Mobile,  AL;  New  Orleans, 
LA  and  Jacksonville,  FL  and  points  in 
their  commercial  zones,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  GA 
north  of  Interstate  20.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  One  East  International,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  2182,  444  N.  Hamilton  St., 

Dalton,  GA  30720;  Etco  International, 

Inc.,  212  N.  Pentz,  Dalton,  GA  30720;  and 
Halu  Company,  14  Walnut  Dr., 
Cartersville,  GA  30120. 

The  following  protests  were  filed  in 
region  6.  Send  protests  to:  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Region  6  Motor 
Carrier  Board  (RMBC),  P.O.  Box  7413, 

San  Francisco,  CA  94120. 

MC  152249  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  JOEL  HECKMANN 
d.b.a.  A  &  A  TRANSPORTATION  & 
SUPPLY,  POB  2586,  Martinez,  CA  94553. 
Representative:  Earl  N.  Miles,  3704 
Candlewood  Dr.,  Bakersfield,  CA  93306. 
Gypsum  wallboard  and  materials  used 
in  the  installation  and  application  of 
gypsum  wallboard  from  plantsites  of 
Gold  Bond  Building  Products  at  or  near 
Richmond,  CA  and  at  or  near  Long 
Beach,  CA  to  points  in  AZ,  ID,  MT,  NV, 
OR,  WA  and  UT,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Gold  Bond  Building 
Products,  1850  W.  Eighth  St.,  Long 
Beach,  CA  90813. 

MC  154875  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  JACK  BURGESS 
d.b.a.  BURGESS  TRANSPORTATION 
740  Silver  Spur  Wy.,  La  Habra,  CA 
90631.  Representative:  Earl  N.  Miles, 

3704  Candlewood  Dr.,  Bakersfield,  CA 
93306.  (1)  Frozen  pizza  shells  and 
cheese  from  Bakersfield,  CA  to  Seattle, 
WA.  (2)  Frozen  vegetables  and  flour  in 
packages  from  Kent,  WA  and  Seattle, 
WA  to  Carson,  CA  and  San  Jose,  CA,  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shipper: 

Bakersfield  Cold  &  Dry  Storage,  Inc.,  314 
California  Ave.,  Suite  1,  Bakersfield,  CA 
93304. 

MC  145964  (Sub-6-lTAJ,  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  MELBA  S.  POWELL 
d.b.a.  C.  B.  M.  TRANSPORT,  922  South 
2300  East,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84108. 
Representative:  Harry  D.  Pugsley,  940 
Donner  Way  #370,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84108.  Sodium  bicarbonate,  from 
facilities  of  Dwight  &  Church  Corp.,  near 
Green  River,  WY  to  CA  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Stinnes-Western 
Chemical  Corp.,  3270  E.  Washington 
Blvd.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90023. 


MC  145964  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  MELBA  S.  POWELL 
d.b.a.  C.  B.  M.  TRANSPORT,  922  South 
2300  East.  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84108. 
Representative:  Blaine  Powell,  2759 
Vernon  Circle,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84109. 
Lumber  from  CA  to  CO  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  American  Lumber 
Prod.,  206  W.  Jessup,  Brighton,  CO 
80601. 

MC  152238  (Sub-6-10TA).  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  CALIFORNIA- 
AMERICAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
288,  Grenada,  CA  96038.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  R.  Harleman,  (same 
as  applicant).  Pipe,  channel,  and  coil, 
iron  and  steel,  from  Los  Angeles  and 
Orange  Counties,  CA,  Oakland,  San 
Francisco,  and  Vallejo,  CA,  to  points  in 
AZ,  CA,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NM,  NV,  OR, 
TX,  UT,  WA,  &  WY,  for  the  accounts  of 
Voss  International  and  Amrol,  Inc.,  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shippers:  Voss 
International,  2303  E.  Carson,  Carson, 

CA.  90745  Amrol,  Inc.  1020  E.  Vermont 
Ave.,  Anaheim,  CA;  92805. 

MC  152238  (Sub-6-llTA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  CALIFORNIA- 
AMERICAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
288,  Grenada,  CA  96038.  Applicant’s 
Representative:  John  R.  Harleman. 

(same  as  applicant).  Contract,  irregular; 
Oil,  lubricating  and  form,  in  drums,  from 
Compton,  CA,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
ID,  MT,  NM,  NV,  OR,  UT,  ND,  WA,  and 
WY,  for  the  account  of  Mouren-Laurens 
Oil  Co.,  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper 
Mouren-Laurens  Oil  Co.,  641  E.  Compton 
Blvd.,  Compton,  CA  90020. 

MC  152238  (Sub-6-12TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  CALIFORNIA- 
AMER1CAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
288,  Grenada,  CA  96038.  Applicant’s 
Representative:  John  R.  Harleman. 

(same  as  applicant).  Contract,  irregular: 
Kitty  litter  Sr  absorbents,  from  Yavapai 
County,  AZ,  to  points  in  CA,  UT,  WY, 
NM,  &  TX,  restricted  to  shipments 
moving  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Tufa  Corp.  d.b.a.  Magic  Mountain 
Mining,  Kirkland,  AZ,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Tufa  Corp.,  d.b.a. 
Magic  Mountain  Mining,  P.O.  Box  112, 
Kirkland,  AZ  86332. 

MC  152238  (Sub-6-13TA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  CALIFORNIA- 
AMERICAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
288,  Grenada,  CA  96038.  Representative: 
John  R.  Harleman  (same  as  applicant). 
Contract  carrier,  irregular  routes:  (1) 
Agricultural  implements  and  (2) 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  listed  in 
(1)  above,  between  points  in  and  west  of 
WI,  IL,  MO,  AR,  and  LA,  restricted  to 
shipments  moving  under  continuing 
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contract(s)  with  Marvin  Landplane, 
Woodland,  CA,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Marvin  Landplane,  P.O.  Box 
880,  Woodland,  CA  95695. 

MC  154876  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  CAL-WESTERN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  898, 

Tulare,  CA  93274.  Representative:  Earl 
N.  Miles,  3704  Candlewood  Dr., 
Bakersfield,  CA  93306.  Liquid  fructose 
sweeteners  and  corn  syrups  in  bulk  in 
tank  vehicles  from  points  in  Los  Angeles 
County,  CA  to  points  in  Clark  County, 
NV,  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Richard  Allmon  Co.,  Inc.,  103  N.  Brand 
Blvd.,  Glendale,  CA  91203. 

MC  154851  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  DOUBLE  J 
TRANSPORT,  LTD.,  9520-51  Ave., 
Edmonton,  Alberta,  CD  T6E5A6. 
Representative:  Charles  M.  Williams, 

350  Capitol  Life  Center,  1600  Sherman 
St.,  Denver,  CO  80203.  Mercer 
commodities  and  pumps,  between  points 
in  Lincoln,  Flathead,  Glacier,  Toole, 
Liberty,  Hill,  Blaine,  Phillips,  Valley, 
Daniels,  and  Sheridan  Counties,  MT, 
and  Divide,  Burke,  Renville,  and 
Bottineau  Counties,  ND,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MT, 

ND,  ID,  NV,  UT,  WY,  CO,  AZ,  TX,  OK, 
KS,  and  NM  fof  270  days.  Applicant 
seeks,  in  part,  authority  to  provide 
service  in  foreign  commerce  between 
the  U.S.  points  involved  in  this 
application  and  Canadian  points  it 
serves  pursuant  to  its  existing  Canadian 
authority.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shippers: 
There  are  11  shippers.  Their  statements 
may  be  examined  at  the  Regional  Office 
listed. 

MC  124679  (Sub-6-10TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  C.  R.  ENGLAND 
AND  SONS,  INC.,  975  W.  2100  S.,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84119.  Representative: 
Michael  L.  Bunnell  {same  as  applicant). 
Plastic  computer  reels  and  canisters 
from  Costa  Mesa  and  Irvine,  CA  to  IL, 
OK,  CO,  SD,  and  MA.  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Precision  Plastics,  Inc.,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Precision  Plastics, 
Inc.,  1352  Reynolds,  Irvine,  CA  92714. 

MC  154881  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  J.  L.  AND  V.  A. 
HATFIELD,  d.b.a.  HATFIELD 
ENTERPRIZES,  a  Partnership,  6519  E. 
Riverside,  Spokane,  WA  99206. 
Representative:  George  R.  LaBissoniere, 
15  S.  Grady  Way,  Suite  233,  Renton,  WA 
98055.  Contract  carrier:  irregular  routes: 
(1)  garbage  compactors  and  containers, 
woodburning  stoves  and  balers  from 
Spokane,  WA,  to  points  in  OR,  CA,  NV, 
AZ.  UT,  WY,  CO,  ID,  and  NM  under 
continuing  contracts  with  Kilkom,  Inc., 
of  Spokane,  WA;  (2)  insulation  and 


materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
insulation  from  points  in  CA  and  OR  to 
Spokane,  Seattle  and  Colville,  WA,  and 
from  Spokane  and  Seattle,  WA,  to 
points  in  ID,  OR,  MT,  and  CA  under 
continuing  contracts  with  Thermoguard 
Insulation  Co.,  of  Spokane,  WA,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Kilkon,  Inc., 
Spokane  Industrial  Park,  Bldg.  #13, 
Spokane,  W1A  99216,  and  Thermoguard 
Insulation  Co.,  E.  8207  Trent,  Spokane, 
WA  99206. 

MC  146464  (Sub-6-4TA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  NEVADA 
GENERAL  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 

469  Idaho  St.,  Elko,  NV.  89801. 
Representative:  Wayne  E.  Smith,  P.O. 

Box  1985,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84110. 
Mining  Equipment,  Materials,  Supplies 
and  Oil  Drilling  Mud  Compounds,  from 
points  in  CA  to  points  in  WY,  MT,  ND, 
SD,  and  CO.  2.  From  points  in  UT,  to 
points  in  MT,  ND,  and  SD.  3.  From 
points  in  WY  to  points  in  CO,  NM,  OK, 
and  TX  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Mill-Chem,  Inc.,  3900  South  715 
East  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84107. 

MC  154852  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  O’CONNOR 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  d.b.a.  O’CONNOR 
OILFIELD  SERVICE,  Box  511,  Baker,  MT 
59313.  Representative:  Charles  E. 

Johnson,  P.O.  Box  2578,  Bismarck,  ND 
58502.  Liquid  Commodities,  in  bulk, 
when  used  in  or  in  connection  with  the 
discovery,  development  and  production 
of  natural  gas  and  petroleum  and  their 
products  and  by-products,  between 
points  in  MT,  ND,  and  SD. 
RESTRICTION:  Restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  crude  oil,  in  bulk, 
except  when  used  in  connection  with 
the  discovery  or  development  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Kock 
Explorations,  a  division  of  Koch 
Industries,  Star  Route,  Buffalo,  SD  57720; 
William  C.  Kirkwood,  Box  3438,  Casper, 
WY  82602. 

MC  141532  (Sub-6-12TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  STATES 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  10244  Arrow  Hwy., 
Rancho  Cucamonga,  CA  91730. 
Representative:  Michael  J.  Norton,  1905 
South  Redwood  Rd.,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84104.  Cast  stone  veneer  from  Napa,  CA 
to  points  in  and  west  of  ND,  SD,  KS,  OK, 
NE,  and  TX,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Stucco  Stone  Products,  P.O.  Box 
237,  Napa,  CA  94558. 

MC  148676  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  March 

24. 1981.  Applicant:  R.  F.  PETERSON, 
INC.,  3525  Walnut,  Denver,  CO  80205. 
Representative:  John  T.  Wirth,  717  17th 
St.,  Ste.  2600,  Denver,  CO  80202.  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  and  used  by 


producers  and  distributors  of  sugar, 
between  Goshen  County,  WY  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CO, 

IA,  IL,  KS,  MN,  MO,  NE.  OK,  SD,  TX, 
and  WI,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Holly  Sugar  Corporation,  P.O.B. 
1052,  Colorado  Springs,  CO  80901. 

MC  126514  (Sub-6-27TA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  SCHAEFFER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  5200  West  Bethany 
Home  Rd.,  Glendale,  AZ  85301. 
Representative:  Leonard  R.  Kofkin,  39 
South  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  household  goods, 
commodities  in  bulk,  Class  A  &  B 
explosives  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment)  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
restricted  to  traffic  moving  on  bills  of 
lading  of  ABC-TNT  and  Acme  Fast 
Freight,  Inc.,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  ABC-TNT  and  Acme  Fast 
Freight,  Inc.,  2110  Alhambra  Ave.,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90031. 

MC  135221  (Sub-6-9TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  DICK  SIMON 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.B.  26724,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84125.  Representative: 
Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive  Bldg., 
1030 15th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Concrete  admixtures,  in 
containers  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  admixtures, 
between  Clearfield,  UT,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  WY, 
NM,  CO,  AZ,  NV,  ID,  MT,  OR,  WA  and 
CA,  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Gifford-Hill  &  Company,  Inc.,  Clearfield, 
UT  84016. 

MC  129480  (Sub-6-4TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  TRI-LINE  EXPRESS 
WAYS,  LTD.,  P.O.  Bag  1212,  Station  T, 
Calgary,  Alberta  CD  T2H  2J1. 
Representative:  F.  Kimball  Joyner,  Jr., 
1600  Lincoln  Center,  1660  Lincoln  St., 
Denver,  CO  80264.  Salt,  salt  products 
and  mineral  products,  from  the  facilities 
of  Utah  Salt  Company,  Inc.,  Tooele 
County,  UT,  to  points  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
U.S.  and  Canada,  Located  in  WA,  ID, 

MT  and  ND.,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Utah  Salt 
Company,  Ihc.,  1935  So.  Main  St.,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84115. 

MC  138206  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  TRULINE 
CORPORATION,  4455  South  Cameron 
Ave.,  Las  Vegas  NV  89103. 
Representative:  Robert  G.  Harrison,  4299 
James  Drive,  Carson  City,  NV  89701. 
Lime  from  points  in  Clark  County,  NV, 
to  points  in  Los  Angeles  and  Orange 
Counties,  CA,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  The  Flintkote  Company,  P.O. 
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Box  2218  Terminal  Annex,  Los  Angeles, 
CA  90051. 

MC  154882  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
BOTTLING  CO.,  E.  4014  Sprague  Ave., 
Spokane,  WA  99202.  Representative: 
George  R.  LaBissoniere,  15  S.  Grady 
Way,  Suite  233,  Renton,  WA  98055. 
Contract  carrier  irregular  routes:  bulk 
liquid  sugar  from  Nampa,  ID,  to 
Spokane,  Wenatchee  and  Everett,  WA, 
under  continuing  contracts  with 
Amalgamated  Sugar,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Amalgamated 
Sugar,  P.O.B.  1520,  Ogden,  UT  84002. 

MC  89684  (Sub-6-14TA),  filed  March 

20. 1981.  Applicant:  WYCOFF 
COMPANY,  INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box 
366,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84110. 
Representative:  John  J.  Morrell  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Common,  regular: 
Such  commodities  that  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  and  retail  distributors  of 
office  products  (except  in  bulk),  from 
Denver,  CO  to  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Boise 
Cascade  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  7747, 
Boise,  ID  83707. 

MC  148692  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  March 

18. 1981.  Applicant:  ZABEN  TRANSIT, 
INC.,  5320  Wadsworth  Blvd.,  Arvada, 

CO  80002.  Representative:  Jerry  L. 
Mutchie  (same  address  as  applicant).  (1) 
Beverages  in  containers,  (2)  Containers 
and  parts  thereof,  (3)  Cabinets, 
materials,  supplies,  equipment  thereof 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  Best  Brands  Inc., 
10700  E  40th  Ave.,  Aurora,  CO  80239; 
Master  Craft  Ind.  Corp.,  6175  E.  39th  „ 
Ave.,  Denver  CO  80207.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 

MC  125433  (Sub-6-55TA),  filed  March 

23. 1981.  Applicant:  F-B  TRUCK  LINE 
COMPANY,  1945  So.  Redwood  Rd.,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84104.  Representative: 
Roger  E.  Crum  (same  as  applicant). 
General  commodities  between  DeKalb, 
Fulton  and  Stephens  County,  GA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  for  270 
days.  Restriction:  Restricted  to 
shipments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  facilities  of  Coats  and  Clark,  Inc. 
Supporting  shipper:  Coats  and  Clark, 
Inc.,  2914  N.E.  Parkway,  Doraville,  GA 
30360. 

MC  154912  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  March 

23, 1981.  Applicant:  MOTRUX 
TRANSPORTATION,  LTD.,  2345 
Douglas  Rd.,  Burnaby,  B.C.,  Canada  V5C 
5A9.  Representative:  Michael  D. 
Duppenthaler,  211  S.  Washington  St., 
Seattle,  WA  98104.  Contract  carrier, 
Irregular  routes:  Dry  fertilizer,  between 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  Line  between  the  U.S.  and 


Canada  located  in  WA  and  points  in 
WA,  for  the  account  of  Wolfkil!  Feed 
and  Fertilizer  Corp.,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Wolfkill 
Feed  and  Fertilizer  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  406, 
Lynden,  WA  98264. 

MC  139906  (Sub-6-66TA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  P.O.B.  30303,  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT  84127.  Representative:  Richard 
A.  Peterson,  P.O.B.  81849,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  Toilet  preparations  and  health 
and  beauty  care  products  between  the 
facilities  of  Roux  Laboratories,  Inc.,  a 
subsidiary  of  Revlon,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Jacksonville,  FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Revlon,  Inc., 
Route  27  and  Talmadge  Road,  Edison, 

NJ  08817. 

MC  139906  (Sub-6-67TA),  filed  March 

20, 1981.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  P.O.B.  30303,  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT  84127.  Representative:  Richard 
A.  Peterson,  P.O.B.  81849,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  Contract  carrier;  irregular  routes; 
(1)  Paper  bags,  wrapping  paper,  plastic 
bags,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale 
and  distribution  of  commodities  listed 
in  (1)  above  (except  in  bulk)  between 
the  facilities  of  Trinity  Midwest 
Corporation  at  or  near  Plainfield,  IL,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  MI  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Trinity  Midwest  Corporation,  Inc.,  a  div. 
of  Terminal  Paper  Bag  Co.,  529  Fifth 
Avenue,  New  York,  NY  10017. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10252  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Docket  No.  AB-19  (Sub-55F)] 

Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Co.; 
Services  Abandonment  Near  Fort 
Meade  Junction  in  Anne  Arundel 
County,  MD;  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  Certificate  and 
Decision  decided  March  24, 1981,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  3,  stating  that,  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  permit  the  abandonment 
by  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company  of  a  line  of  railroad  known  as 
Fort  George  G.  Meade  Branch,  from 
railroad  milepost  0.26,  at  or  near  Fort 
Meade  Junction,  to  the  end  of  the  line  at 
railroad  milepost  5.35.  a  distance  of  5.09 
miles  in  Anne  Arundel  County,  MD, 


subject  to  the  conditions  for  the 
protection  of  employees  discussed  in 
Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co. — 
Abandonment  Goshen,  360  ICC  91 
(1979),  and  further  that  B&O  shall  keep 
intact  all  of  the  right-of-way  underlying 
the  track,  including  all  the  bridges  and 
culverts  for  a  period  of  180  days  from 
March  24, 1981,  to  permit  any  state  or 
local  government  agency  or  other 
interested  party  to  negotiate  the 
acquisition  for  public  use  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  the  right-of-way.  A  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
permitting  abandonment  was  issued  to 
the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company.  Since  no  investigation  was 
instituted,  the  requirement  of 
§  1121.38(b)  of  the  Regulations  that 
publication  of  notice  of  abandonment 
decisions  in  the  Federal  Register  be 
made  only  after  such  a  decision 
becomes  administratively  final  was 
waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an 
actual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the 
carrier  shall  make  available  to  the 
offeror  the  records,  accounts,  appraisals, 
working  papers,  and  other  documents 
used  in  preparing  Exhibit  I  (Section 
1121.45  of  the  Regulations).  Such 
documents  shall  be  made  available 
during  regular  business  hours  at  a  time 
and  place  mutually  agreeable  to  the 
parties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  and  served  concurrently  on 
the  applicant,  with  copies  to  Ms.  Ellen 
Hanson,  Room  5417,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 

DC  20423,  no  later  than  10  days  from 
publication  of  this  Notice.  The  offer,  as 
filed,  shall  contain  information  required 
pursuant  to  Section  1121.38(b)  (2)  and  (3) 
of  the  Regulations.  If  no  such  offer  is 
received,  the  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
abandonment  shall  become  effective  30 
days  from  the  service  date  of  the 
certificate. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10094  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  ara| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  the  Attorney  General 

Proposed  Consent  Decree  in  an  Action 
To  Enjoin  Discharge  of  Water 
Pollutants 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
Policy,  28  CFR  50.7,  38  FR  19029,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  on  February  17, 

1981,  a  proposed  Consent  Decree  in 
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United  States  v.  Ottertail  Power 
Company,  Civil  No.  80-3109,  was  lodged 
with  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  District  of  South  Dakota.  The 
proposed  decree  will  require  Ottertail 
Power  Company  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Clean  Water  Act,  33 
U.S.C.  1251  et  seq,  and  to  pay  a  civil 
penalty. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
for  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice,  written 
comments  related  to  the  proposed 
judgment.  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Attorney  General  of  the  Land  and 
Natural  Resources  Division,  Department 
of  Justice,  Washington,  D.C.  20530,  and 
refer  to  United  States  v.  Ottertail  Power 
Company,  DJ  Ref.  90-5-1-1-1260. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  office  of  the  United 
States  Attorney,  231  Federal  Building 
and  United  States  Courthouse,  400  South 
Phillips  Avenue,  Sioux  Falls,  South 
Dakota  57102;  at  the  Region  VIII  Office 
of  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
Enforcement  Division,  1860  Lincoln 
Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80203;  and  at 
the  Environmental  Enforcement  Section, 
Land  and  Natural  Resources  Division, 
Department  of  Justice  (Room  1254), 

Tenth  Street  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20530.  A  copy  of 
the  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
obtained  in  person  or  by  mail  from  the 
Environmental  Enforcement  Section, 
Land  and  Natural  Resources  Division, 
Department  of  Justice. 

Angus  MacBeth, 

Deputy  Assistant  Attorney  General  Land  and 
Natural  Resources  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10280  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 
Grants  and  Contracts 

The  Legal  Services  Corporation  was 
established  pursuant  to  the  Legal 
Sendees  Corporation  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L. 
93-355a,  88  Stat.  378,  42  U.S.C.  2996- 
2996,  as  amended,  Pub.  L.  95-222 
(December  28, 1977).  Section  1007(f) 
provides:  “At  least  thirty  days  prior  to 
the  approval  of  any  grant  application  or 
prior  to  entering  into  a  contract  or  prior 
to  the  initiation  of  any  other  project,  the 
Corporation  shall  announce 
publicly  .  .  .  such  grant,  contract,  or 
project.  .  . 

The  Legal  Services  Corporation 
hereby  announces  publicly  that  it  is 
considering  a  grant  application  for  a 
demonstration  project  submitted  by  Pine 
Tree  Legal  Assistance,  Portland,  Maine, 


to  better  integrate  the  delivery  of 
services  by  the  private  bar  and  the  Legal 
Services  Corporation  grantee  and  to 
improve  services  in  rural  areas. 

Interested  persons  are  hereby  invited 
to  submit  written  comments  or 
recommendations  concerning  the  above 
application  to:  Mr.  William  Daly,  Legal 
Services  Corporation,  733  15th  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 

Alan  Houseman, 

Director,  Research  Institute  on  Legal 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10282  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45am| 

BILLING  CODE  6820-35-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-219] 

Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Co. 
(Oyster  Creek  Nuclear  Generating 
Station);  Modification  of  January  9, 

1981  Order  Requiring  an  Automatic  Air 
Header  Dump  System 

I 

The  Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light 
Company  (the  licensee)  is  the  holder  of 
Provisional  Operating  License  No.  DPR- 
16  which  authorizes  the  operation  of  the 
Oyster  Creek  Nuclear  Generating 
Station  at  steady-state  reactor  power 
levels  not  in  excess  of  1930  megawatts 
thermal  (rated  power).  The  facility 
consists  of  a  boiling  water  reactor 
located  at  the  licensee’s  site  in  Ocean 
County,  New  Jersey. 

II 

On  January  9, 1981,  the  Commission 
issued  an  Order  modifying  the  license, 
effective  immediately,  requiring  an 
operable  automatic  system  to  initiate 
control  rod  insertion  at  low  pressure  in 
the  control  air  header.  The  Order, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  20, 1981  (46  FR  9283),  required 
the  automatic  air  header  dump  system 
to  be  operable  by  April  9, 1981,  or  the 
facility  be  placed  in  cold  shutdown 
within  72  hours. 

The  licensee  by  letter  dated  March  13, 
1981,  requested  an  extension  of  the  April 
9, 1981  deadline  so  that  the  modification 
could  be  installed  during  the  next 
scheduled  maintenance  outage.  The 
Oyster  Creek  Nuclear  Generating 
Station  is  scheduled  to  shutdown  for  a  - 
maintenance  outage  on  or  before  May  1, 
1981. 

The  requested  extension  of  time  is 
consistent  with  the  intent  of  the  January 
9, 1981  Order  to  provide  the  required 


additional  margin  of  safety  within  a 
short  time  period.  Operation  of  the 
facility  up  to  May  1, 1981  will  not 
present  an  undue  risk  to  the  public 
health  and  safety. 

III 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
including  Sections  103  and  161i,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Parts  2  and  50,  it  is  ordered  that  the 
April  9, 1981  completion  date  required  in 
the  January  9, 1981  “Order  for 
Modification  of  License”  be  extended  to 
May  1, 1981.  The  Order  of  January  9, 

1981,  except  as  modified  herein  remains 
in  effect  in  accordance  with  its  terms. 

IV 

Any  person  whose  interest  may  be 
affected  by  this  Order  may  request  a 
hearing  within  20  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  Order  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Any  request  for  a  hearing  will 
not  stay  the  effective  date  of  this  Order. 
Such  request  for  hearing  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation,  U.S. 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  nature  of 
their  interest  and  the  manner  in  which 
such  interest  may  be  affected  by  this 
Order.  A  copy  of  the  request  should  also 
be  sent  to  the  Executive  Legal  Director, 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and  to  G.  F. 
Trowbridge,  Esq.,  Shaw,  Pittman,  Potts 
and  Trowbridge,  1800  M  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036,  attorney  for  the 
licensee. 

V 

If  a  hearing  is  held  concerning  this 
Order,  the  issue  to  be  considered  at  the 
hearing  shall  be: 

Whether  the  completion  date  for  the 
automatic  air  header  dump  system 
required  by  the  January  9, 1981  Order  for 
Modification  of  License,  be  extended 
from  April  9, 1981  to  May  1, 1981. 

Operation  of  the  facility  on  terms 
consistent  with  this  Order  is  not  stayed 
by  the  pendency  of  any  proceedings  on 
the  Order. 

Effective  Date:  March  24, 1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

Darrell  G.  Eisenhut, 

Director,  Division  of  Licensing,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10113  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am| 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Boston  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.; 
Application  for  Unlisted  Trading 
Privileges  and  of  Opportunity  for 
Hearing 

March  30, 1981. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  pursuant  to  Section 
12(f)(1)(B)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  12f-l  thereunder, 
for  unlisted  trading  privileges  in  the 
common  stock  of: 

Burlington  Northern,  Inc.,  $2,125  Series 
Preferred  Stock,  No  Par  Value  (File 
No.  7-5885) 

This  security  is  listed  and  registered 
on  one  or  more  other  national  securities 
exchanges  and  is  reported  on  the 
consolidated  transaction  reporting 
system. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  on  or  before  April  20, 1981 
written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  above-referenced 
application.  Persons  desiring  to  make 
written  comments  should  file  three 
copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Following  this 
opportunity  for  hearing,  the  Commission 
will  approve  the  application  if  it  finds, 
based  upon  all  the  information  available 
to  it,  that  the  extension  of  unlisted 
trading  privileges  pursuant  to  such 
application  is  consistent  with  the 
maintenance  of  fair  and  orderly  markets 
and  the  protection  of  investors. 

*  For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10267  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 
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Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.; 
Applications  for  Unlisted  Trading 
Privileges  and  of  Opportunity  for 
Hearing 

March  30, 1981. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  Section  12(f)(1)(B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
Rule  12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted 
trading  privileges  in  the  following 
stocks: 

Piedmont  Aviation  Inc.,  $2,375 
Convertible  Pref.  Series  A  (File  No.  7- 
5886) 


American  Agronomics  Corp.,  Common 

Stock,  $.05  Par  Value  (File  No.  7-5887) 

These  securities  are  listed  and 
registered  on  one  or  more  other  national 
securities  exchanges  and  are  reported  in 
the  consolidated  transaction  reporting 
system. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  on  or  before  April  20, 1981 
written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  above-referenced 
applications.  Persons  desiring  to  make 
written  comments  should  file  three 
copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Following  this 
opportunity  for  hearing,  the  Commission 
will  approve  the  applications  if  it  finds, 
based  upon  all  the  information  available 
to  it,  that  the  extensions  of  unlisted 
trading  privileges  pursuant  to  such 
applications  are  consistent  with  the 
maintenance  of  fair  and  orderly  markets 
and  the  protection  of  investors. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10268  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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Pacific  Stock  Exchange,  Inc., 
Application  for  Unlisted  Trading 
privileges  and  of  Opportunity  for 
Hearing 

March  30. 1981. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchanges  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  pursuant  to  Section 
12(f)(1)(B)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  12f-l  thereunder, 
for  unlisted  trading  privileges  in  the 
common  stock  of: 

Royal  Dutch  Petroleum  Companys 

Shares,  10  Netherland  Guilders  Par 

Value  (File  No.  7-5888). 

This  security  is  listed  and  registered 
on  one  or  more  other  national  securities 
exchanges  and  is  reported  on  the 
consolidated  transaction  reporting 
system. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  on  or  before  April  20, 1981 
written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  above-referenced 
application.  Persons  desiring  to  make 
written  comments  should  file  three 
copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Following  this 
opportunity  for  hearing,  the  Commission 
will  approve  the  application  if  it  finds, 
based  upon  all  the  information  available 
to  it,  that  the  extension  of  unlisted 


trading  privileges  pursuant  to  such 
application  is  consistent  with  the 
maintenance  of  fair  and  orderly  markets 
and  the  protection  of  investors. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitizsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10269  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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[File  No.  500-1] 

Advanced  Patent  Technology,  Inc.; 
Order  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

March  31. 1981. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that  there  is  a 
lack  of  current  and  accurate  financial 
information  relating  to  the  securities  of 
Advanced  Patent  Technology,  Inc.  and 
that  questions  have  been  raised  about 
the  adequacy  and  accuracy  of 
information  concerning  its  financial 
condition,  business  operations, 
vacancies  in  its  board  of  directors  and 
the  status  of  its  gaming  license,  the 
Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
public  interest  and  the  protection  of 
investors  require  a  summary  suspension 
of  trading  in  the  securities  of  Advanced 
Patent  Technology,  Inc. 

Therefore,  it  is  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  12(k)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  that  over-the-counter 
trading  in  the  securities  of  Advanced 
Patent  Technology,  Inc.  is  suspended  for 
the  period  from  9:45  a.m.  on  March  31, 
1981  through  midnight  on  April  9, 1981. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10266  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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PRESIDENT’S  TASK  FORCE  ON 
AIRCRAFT  CREW  COMPLEMENT 

Public  Hearing  and  Request  for  Public 
Comment 

agency:  President’s  Task  Force  on 
Aircraft  Crew  Complement. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  public  hearing  and 
request  for  public  comment. 

Summary:  The  President  has  established 
a  Task  Force  to  examine  certain  issues 
relating  to  the  certification  of  the  “new 
generation”  of  commercial  airliners.  The 
Task  Force  will  be  holding  public 
hearings  and  receiving  public  comment 
on  the  issues  before  it. 

OATES:  Public  hearings:  The  weeks  of 
May  11  and  18,  and  May  27,  28,  and  29, 
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1981  in  Room  2230,  Department  of 
Transportation  Building,  400  Seventh 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  9:30  a.m. 
to  4:30  p.m.  local  time. 

Deadline  for  requests  to  speak  at  first 
hearing:  April  20, 1981. 

Deadline  for  submission  of  written 
presentation  by  those  speaking  at  the 
first  public  hearing:  May  4, 1981. 

Deadline  for  requests  to  speak  at 
•  rebuttal  hearing:  May  22, 1981. 

Deadline  for  submission  of  written 
comments:  June  3, 1981. 
address:  All  correspondence  should  be 
sent  to  The  President’s  Task  Force  on 
Aircraft  Crew  Complement,  Room  7405, 
400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jack  Stempler,  Counsel  to  the  Task 
Force,  (202)  426-4869. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

In  1980,  the  Department  of 
Transportation’s  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  approved 
operation  of  the  McDonnell  Douglas 
DC-9-80  commercial  airliner  with  a 
cockpit  crew  of  two  persons,  despite  the 
contentions  by  some  that  operation  of 
that  aircraft  requires  a  cockpit  crew  of 
three  persons.  Controversy  over  this 
issue  of  crew  complement  has  continued 
and  been  broadened  to  include  the 
Boeing  757  and  767  and  other 
commercial  airliners  currently  under 
development. 

In  response  to  this  controversy. 
Secretary  of  Transportation  Drew  Lewis 
asked  the  President  to  establish  an 
impartial  panel  of  experts  to  examine 
the  question.  This  the  President  did  on 
March  5, 1981;  the  text  of  the  President’s 
Memorandum  establishing  the  Task 
Force  appears  below.  The  members  of 
the  Task  Force  appointed  by  the 
President  are  Dr.  John  L.  McLucas, 
Chairman,  formerly  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  and  FAA  Administrator;  Fred 
Drinkwater,  Chief  of  the  Aircraft 
Operations  Division  of  the  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 
Ames  Research  Center;  and  Lieutentant 
General  Howard  Leaf,  Inspector  General 
of  the  Air  Force. 

The  Task  Force’s  report  to  the 
President  and  to  Secretary  Lewis  is  due 
July  3, 1981;  as  part  of  the  deliberations 
leading  to  that  report,  the  Task  Force 
will  be  accepting  written  comments 
from  the  public  and  holding  a  set  of 
public  hearings.  Persons  wishing  to 
submit  written  comments  on  the  issues 
set  forth  in  the  President’s  Memorandum 
should  do  so  to  the  Task  Force  at  the 
address  shown  above.  If  possible,  please 
submit  three  copies.  Please  put  on  the 


envelope  the  words  “PUBLIC 
COMMENT".  The  deadline  date  for 
receiving  these  comments  is  June  3, 1981. 

Hearing  Procedures 

A  set  of  two  public  hearings  will  be 
held  in  Washington,  D.C.  in  May  1981. 
The  first  hearing  is  designed  to  permit 
interested  persons  to  present  their  views 
to  the  Task  Force.  The  second  hearing  is 
designed  to  permit  persons  to  respond  to 
points  raised  by  others  at  the  first 
hearing. 

The  first  hearing  will  be  held  the 
weeks  of  Monday,  May  11,  and  Monday, 
May  18, 1981,  from  9:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m. 
each  day,  with  a  break  from  12:30  to  1:30 
p.m.  The  second  hearing  will  be  held 
Wednesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday,  May 
27,  28,  and  29  1981,  on  the  same  time 
schedule.  The  ten  days  of  the  first 
hearing  will  be  divided  fairly  among 
persons  expressing  an  interest  in 
participating;  the  division  will  be  based 
on  the  Task  Force’s  appraisal  of  the 
information  provided  with  the  request  to 
speak  and  on  a  judgement  by  the  Task 
Force  of  its  need  and  desire  to  question 
a  prospective  speaker  on  the  issues  in 
the  President’s  Memorandum.  The  Task 
Force  is  especially  interested  in  the 
views  of  aviation  safety  experts  who 
can  contribute  to  an  understanding  of 
the  technical  issues  involved. 

The  second  hearing  is  reserved  for 
opportunities  for  those  who  participated 
in  the  first  hearing  to  rebut 
presentations  given  by  others  in  the  first 
hearing.  The  three  days  of  rebuttal 
hearings  will  be  fairly  divided  among 
those  desiring  to  present  rebuttal 
testimony. 

Persons  wishing  to  speak  at  the  first 
hearing  should  send  a  request  to  the 
Task  Force  at  the  above  address.  Please 
put  on  the  envelope  the  words  “PUBLIC 
HEARING  REQUEST"  and  include  the 
following  information: 

1.  Name. 

2.  Business  address. 

3.  Telephone  number  during  normal 
working  hours. 

4.  Capacity  in  which  presentation  will 
be  made  (i.e.,  public  official, 
organization  representative, 
knowledgeable  citizen). 

5.  Basic  position  on  the  issues  set 
forth  in  the  President’s  Memorandum. 

6.  Time  desired. 

Requests  to  speak  at  the  first  hearing 
must  be  received  not  later  than  Monday, 
April  20.  During  the  week  of  April  20, 
persons  who  will  be  speaking  at  the  first 
hearing  will  be  contacted  by  the  Task 
Force  for  purposes  of  scheduling  and 
other  arrangements.  To  pid  the  members 
of  the  Task  Force  in  preparing  for  the 
first  hearing,  it  is  advisable  that,  to  the 
greatest  extent  possible,  those  making 


presentations  at  the  first  hearing  submit, 
by  Monday,  May  4, 1981,  four  copies  of 
their  presentations  and  of  any  studies, 
charts,  graphs,  etc.,  to  be  used  in  the 
presentations  to  the  Task  Force; 
however,  the  Task  Force  will  not  refuse 
to  consider  materials  and  evidence 
which  is  not  submitted  in  advance. 

Please  put  on  the  envelope  the  words 
“PUBLIC  HEARING  PRESENTATION”. 
To  increase  the  time  for  the  Task  Force 
to  ask  questions  of  speakers,  speakers 
are  strongly  urged,  but  not  required,  to 
summarize  their  written  presentations, 
rather  than  read  them,  at  the  hearing. 

To  facilitate  arrangement  of  the 
rebuttal  hearing,  speakers  at  the  first 
hearing  who  wish  to  speak  at  the 
rebuttal  hearing  must  notify  the  Task 
Force  not  later  than  Friday,  May  22. 

The  following  procedures  will  apply  to 
the  conduct  of  the  hearings: 

1.  The  hearings  will  be  “exploratory 
and  non-adversary”  in  nature,  as 
provided  in  the  President’s 
Memorandum,  and  will  be  conducted  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Task  Force. 
Questions  of  any  speaker  will  be  asked 
only  by  the  members  of  the  Task  Force, 
except  that — 

(a)  with  the  permission  of  the 
Chairman,  questions  of  a  speaker  may 
be  asked  by  staff  aides  to  the  Task 
Force,  and 

(b)  questions  of  a  speaker  may  be 
asked  by  that  speaker’s  own 
representative  or  counsel. 

2.  The  Task  Force  reserves  the  right 
to  determine  the  persons  to  be  heard  at 
the  hearings  and  to  schedule  the  order 
and  duration  of  their  presentations.  The 
Chairman  may  accelerate  the  agenda  on 
any  day  of  the  hearings  to  enable  early 
adjournment  if  the  progress  of  the 
hearing  is  more  expeditious  than 
planned. 

3.  The  hearings  will  be  recorded.  Any 
person  desiring  printed  transcripts  of  the 
hearings  must  contact  the  reporter 
directly. 

4.  Repetitious  presentations  will  not 
be  permitted. 

All  materials  submitted  in  response  to 
this  notice,  except  proprietary 
information,  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  Task 
Force’s  offices  between  9:00  a.m.  and 
5:30  p.m.  local  time,  Monday  through 
Friday  except  Federal  holidays. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April  2, 

1981. 

Robert  B.  Schwartz, 

Executive  Director. 
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Appendix 

In  a  memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  on  March  5, 1981,  the 
President  stated: 

‘‘In  view  of  the  continuing  and 
anticipated  growth  in  aviation  travel 
and  the  need  to  maintain  safety  in  such 
an  environment,  I  am  creating  the 
President’s  Task  Force  on  Aircraft  Crew 
Complement  to  review  the  1980  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  certification  of 
the  DC-9-80  for  operation  with  the 
minimum  crew  of  two  persons. 

“I  have  asked  John  McLucas  to  serve 
as  Chairman  of  the  Task  Force  with 
Fred  J.  Drinkwater  III  and  Lieutenant 
General  Howard  Leaf,  U.S.  Air  Force, 
serving  as  members. 

“The  attached  material  provides 
further  details  on  the  background, 
membership,  procedures,  support  and 
cooperation  appropriate  for  the  Task 
Force  operation. 

“I  look  forward  to  receiving  the  report 
of  the  Task  Force  at  the  earliest  possible 
date. 

“Establishment  of  Task  Force  on 
Aircraft  Crew  Complement 

“1.  Findings  and  Background— The 
United  States  has  the  safest  aviation 
system  in  the  world.  The  President  and 
the  Secretary  of  Transportation  are 
determined  to  maintain  this  outstanding 
record,  both  for  the  benefit  of  the 
American  public  and  for  those  who 
work  in  the  aviation  industry. 

“In  1980,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  certificated  the  DC-9-80 
for  operation  with  a  minimum  crew  of 
two  persons.  In  view  of  the  continuing 
and  anticipated  growth  in  aviation 
travel  and  the  need  to  maintain  safety  in 
such  an  environment,  I  have  decided  to 
ask  for  a  review  of  this  decision  and  for 
recommendations  concerning  the  use  of 
two-person  crews  for  the  proposed 
Boeing  757  and  767  and  other  ‘new 
generation’  commercial  jet  aircraft. 
Ordinarily,  such  questions  would  be 
addressed  by  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration;  that  agency,  however, 
at  present  lacks  an  Administrator  and 
Deputy  Administrator. 

“2.  Three-Person  Task  Force — In  light 
of  these  particular  facts  and  of  the 
commitment  to  reaffirm  the  maintenance 
of  aviation  safety,  a  three-person  task 
force  is  hereby  established  as  follows: 

“a.  Membership.  The  following  three 
impartial  experts  shall  constitute  the 
membership  of  the  task  force: 

1.  John  McLucas,  Chair 

2.  Fred  J.  Drinkwater  III 

3.  Lieutenant  General  Howard  Leaf,  U.S. 

Air  Force 


“b.  Duties.  Within  120  days  of  its 
establishment,  the  task  force  shall  report 
to  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  its  recommendation 
whether  operation  of  the  ‘new 
generation’  of  commercial  jet  transport 
aircraft  by  two-person  crews  is  safe  and 
certification  of  such  aircraft  is 
consistent  with  the  Secretary’s  duty 
under  the  certification  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  to  promote 
flight  safety. 

“c.  Procedures.  In  conducting  its 
review,  the  task  force  may  use  such 
procedures  as  it  determines  necessary 
but,  to  the  extent  feasible,  should  utilize 
an  exploratory  and  non-adversary 
process  to  ensure  the  timely  completion 
of  its  task.  The  task  force  is  authorized 
to  hold  such  public  hearings  and  to  hear 
such  witnesses  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate,  to  meet  with  the  parties, 
and  make  such  interim 
recommendations  and  adopt  such 
interim  procedures  as  seem  to  it  useful. 
Since  the  DC-9-80  is  already  in 
production,  the  task  force  shall,  to  the 
extent  feasible,  give  first  priority  to  its 
review  of  certification  for  this  aircraft. 

“d.  Support.  All  cost  to  support  the 
task  force  shall  be  provided  by  the 
Department  of  Transportation  from 
funds  already  appropriated  to  the 
Department. 

“e.  Cooperation.  All  executive 
departments  and  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government,  especially  the  Department 
of  Transportation,  Department  of 
Defense,  and  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration,  shall  cooperate 
with  the  task  force  and  furnish  to  it  such 
information  and  assistance,  not 
inconsistent  with  law,  as  it  may  require 
in  the  performance  of  its  duties. 

“f.  Duration.  Sixty  days  after  delivery 
of  the  report,  the  task  force  shall  cease 
to  exist.” 

|FR  Doc.  81-10499  Filed  4-3-81;  9:29  am] 
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SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[License  No.  09/09-0184] 

Grocers  Capital  Co.,  Inc.;  Application 
for  Approval  of  Conflict  of  Interest 
Transaction  Between  Associates 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Grocers 
Capital  Company  (Grocers),  2601  S. 
Eastern  Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90040,  a  Federal  Licensee  under  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended,  has  filed  an  application 
with  the  Small  Business  Administration 
pursuant  to  §  107.1004  of  the  Regulations 
governing  small  business  investment 


companies  (13  CFR  107.1004  (1981))  for 
approval  of  a  conflict  of  interest 
transaction. 

Grocers  proposes  to  loan  $70,000  to  Mi 
T  Mart,  Inc.,  2299 — 190th  Street, 

Redondo  Beach,  California  90278.  The 
proceeds  of  the  loan  will  be  used  to 
purchase  grocery  store  equipment  from 
Grocers  Equipment  Company  (G.E.C.). 

All  of  Grocers  stock  is  owned  by 
subsidiaries  of  Certified  Grocers  of 
California,  Ltd.  (Certified),  a  retailer- 
owned  grocery  cooperative.  G.E.C.,  a 
subsidiary  of  Certified,  is  a  41  percent 
shareholder  of  Grocers  and  is  defined  as 
an  Associate  by  §  107.3  of  SBA  Rules 
and  Regulations.  As  a  result,  Grocers 
financing  of  Mi  T  Mart,  Inc.,  falls  within 
the  purview  of  §  107.1004(b)(5)  of  the 
SBA  Regulations.  Grocers  loan  to  Mi  T 
Mart,  Inc.,  requires  prior  written 
approval  of  SBA. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
may  not  later  than  April  21, 1981,  submit 
written  comments  to  the  Associate 
Administrator  for  Investment,  Small 
Business  Administration,  1441  “L” 

Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  similar  Notice  shall  be  published  in 
a  newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
the  Redondo  Beach,  California  area. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs  No.  95.001,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  March  27, 1981. 

Peter  F.  NcNeish, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator  for 
Investment 

|FR  Doc.  81-10329  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  8025-01 -M 


(Proposed  License  No.  02/02-5432) 

International  Paper  Capital  Formation, 
Inc.;  Application  for  a  License  to 
Operate  as  Small  Business  Investment 
Company 

An  application  for  a  license  to  operate 
as  a  small  business  investment  company, 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  301(d)  of 
the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (15  U.S.C.  661  et  seq.), 
has  been  filed  by  International  Paper 
Capital  Formation,  Inc.  (Applicant),  with 
the  Small  Business  Administration 
(SBA),  pursuant  to  13  CFR  107.102 
(1980). 

The  officers,  directors  and 
stockholders  of  the  Applicant  are  as 
follows: 

Bernard  L.  Riley,  Chairman,  President  and 
Director,  20  Mountane  Avenue,  Warren, 
New  Jersey  07060 

Angel  L.  Gonzalez,  Vice  President,  979  East 
108th  Street  Brooklyn,  New  York  11236 
Robert  C.  Smith,  Vice  President,  800  Sherry 
Lane,  Springhill,  Louisiana  71075 
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Peter  K.  Joyce,  Controller,  28  Sachem  Road, 
Greenwich,  Connecticut  06830 
Ellen  M.  Diamond,  Secretary,  17  Calument 
Avenue,  Hastings  on  The  Hudson,  New 
York  10706 

Robert  M.  Amen,  Treasurer,  26  Georgian 
Lane,  Darien,  Connecticut  06820 
John  F.  Duncan,  Director,  665  River  Road.  Cos 
Cob,  Connecticut  06807 
Richard  M.  Harris,  Director,  300  East  40th 
Street  Apt.  8T,  New  York,  New  York  10016 
Edward  J.  Kobacker,  Director,  124  Millard 
Avenue,  North  Tarrytown,  New  York  10591 
Michael  S.  Leo,  Director,  25  Kilmer  Road, 
Larchmont  New  York  10538 
John  A.  McDonough,  Director,  85  East 
Meadow  Road,  Wilton,  Connecticut  06897 
Richard  M.  Smith,  Director,  6  Sheldrake 
Road,  Greenwich,  Connecticut  06830 
International  Paper  Company,  100% 
Stockholder 

The  Applicant,  a  Delaware 
corporation,  with  its  principal  place  of 
business  at  77  West  45th  Street,  New 
York,  New  York  10036,  will  begin 
operations  with  $1,000,000  of  paid-in 
capital  and  paid-in  surplus  derived  from 
the  sale  of  1,000  shares  of  common  stock 
to  the  stockholder  shown  above. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s 
consideration  of  the  application  include 
the  general  business  reputation  and 
character  of  the  proposed  new  owners, 
and  the  probability  of  successful 
operation  of  International  Paper  Capital 
Formational,  Inc.  under  their 
management,  including  adequate 
profitability  and  financial  soundness,  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  and  SBA  Rules 
and  Regulations. 

Any  person  may,  on  or  before  April 
21, 1981,  submit  to  SBA  written 
comments  on  the  proposed  transfer  of 
control.  Any  such  communications 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Acting 
Associate  Administrator  for  Investment, 
Small  Business  Administration,  1441  “L" 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  Notice  shall  be 
published  in  newspapers  of  general 
circulation  in  New  York,  New  York. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  March  27, 1981. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Acting  for  Associate  Administrator  for 
Investment. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10330  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8025-0 1-M 


[Proposed  License  No.  02/02-0422] 

Webster  Capital  Corp.;  Application  for 
License  To  Operate  as  Small  Business 
Investment  Company  (SBIC) 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  ' 
application  has  been  filed  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  pursuant 


to  §  107.102  of  the  Regulations  governing 
small  business  investment  companies 
(13  CFR  107.102  (1980)),  under  the  name 
of  Webster  Capital  Corp.  (Applicant), 
for  a  license  to  operate  as  a  small 
business  investment  company  (SBIC) 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  (the  Act),  (15  U.SX.  661  et 
seq.),  and  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  thereunder. 

The  Applicant  is  incorporated  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York,  and  it 
will  commence  operations  with  a 
proposed  capitalization  of  $505,000. 

The  Applicant  will  have  its  place  of 
business  at  136-31 41st  Avenue,  New 
York,  New  York  11355,  and  it  intends  to 
conduct  operations  primarily  in  the 
State  of  New  York. 

Applicant  expects  to  emphasize 
equity  investments  with  particular 
attention  to  growth  situations.  The 
officers,  directors,  and  ten  percent  (10%) 
or  more  stockholders  of  the  Applicant 
will  be: 

Name  and  address.  Title  and  Relationship, 
and  Percent  of  Ownership 
‘‘John  Michael  Barone,  Chairman  of  the 
Board,  Director,  14  Horatio  Street,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

‘Leonard  Irving  Weinstock,  President, 
Director,  83-21  Kent  Street,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 
11432 

Jacques  Martin  Vande  Kieft,  Vice  President, 
145-46  6th  Avenue,  Whitestone,  N.Y.  11357 
Stephen  Howard  Wolf,  Secretary,  Treasurer, 
Director,  95  Wildwood  Avenue,  Upper 
Montlair,  N.J. 

“Pay-O-Matic  Corp.,  100%  Preferred,  50% 
Common,  136-41st  Avenue,  Luccus,  N.Y. 
11355 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s 
consideration  of  the  application  include 
the  general  business  reputation  and 
character  of  the  proposed  management 
and  owner,  including  adequate 
profitability  and  financial  soundness  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  and 
Regulations. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  person 
may  not  later  than  April  21, 1981,  submit 
written  comments  on  the  proposed 
company  to  the  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment,  Small  Business 
Administration,  1441  "L”  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  Notice  shall  be 
published  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  New  York,  New  York. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Company) 

'Owns  jointly  with  wife  Marilyn  50%. 

"38.4%  owner  of  Pay-O-Matic  Corp..  common 
stock. 

11.3  owner  of  Pay-O-Matic  Corp.,  common  stock. 
(Evelyn  Wolf  as  Executor  of  the  Estate  of  Irving  J. 
Wolf.) 


Dated:  March  27, 1981. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator  for 
Investment. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10331  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Public  Notice  CM-8/386] 

Advisory  Committee  on  International 
Intellectual  Property;  Meeting 

The  International  Industrial  Property 
Panel  of  the  Department  of  State’s 
Advisory  Committee  on  International 
Intellectual  Property  will  meet  in  open 
session  on  Tuesday,  April  21, 1981,  in 
Room  1107  at  the  Department  of  State. 
The  meeting  will  begin  at  9:30  AM  and 
will  continue  until  1:00  PM.  Although  we 
anticipate  that  the  business  of  the 
meeting  will  be  concluded  prior  to  the 
lunch  break,  an  afternoon  session  will 
be  held  if  required. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
general  public.  The  following  topics  will 
be  discussed: 

1.  Revision  of  the  Paris  Convention  for 
the  Protection  of  Industrial  Property. 

2.  The  Draft  International  Code  of 
Conduct  on  the  Transfer  of  Technology. 

3.  The  Draft  Convention  on  the  law  of 
the  sea. 

As  well  as  4.  Other  items. 

The  public  attending  may,  as  time 
permits  and  subject  to  the  instructions 
of  the  chairperson,  participate  in  the 
discussions  or  may  submit  their  views  in 
writing  to  the  chairperson  prior  to,  or  at 
the  meeting  for  later  consideration  by 
the  Committee. 

Members  of  the  public  who  plan  to 
attend  will  be  admitted  up  to  the  limits 
of  the  conference  room’s  capacity. 
Entrance  to  the  Department  of  State  is 
controlled  and  entry  will  be  facilitated  if 
arrangements  are  made  in  advance  of 
the  meeting.  Members  of  the  general 
public  who  plan  to  attend  the  meeting 
are  requested  to  provide  their  name, 
affiliation,  and  address  to  John  Riley, 
Office  of  Business  Practices,  Department 
of  State,  (202)  632-2231,  prior  to  April  20, 
1981.  All  non-govenment  attendees  at 
the  meeting  should  use  the  C  Street 
Entrance  to  the  building. 

Dated:  March  20, 1981. 

Harvey  J.  Winter, 

Executi  ve  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10241  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4710-07-M 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  65  /  Monday,  April  6, 1981  /  Notices 


20649 


[Public  Notice  CM-8/388] 

Advisory  Committee  on  International 
Investment,  Technology,  and 
Development;  Meeting 

The  Department  of  State's  Advisory 
Committee  on  International  Investment, 
Technology  and  Development  has 
formed  a  Working  Group  on 
Preparations  for  the  UN  Conference  on 
New  and  Renewable  Sources  of  Energy 
scheduled  for  Nairobi,  Kenya  in  August 
1981.  The  next  meeting  of  the  Working 
Group  will  be  held  on  April  28,  from  9:30 
a.m.  to  1:00  p.m.  in  Room  1912  of  the 
State  Department.  The  purpose  of  the 
Working  Group  Meeting  will  be  to 
review  the  status  of  preparations  for  the 
UN  Conference  and  to  consider  the  role 
the  U.S.  private  sector  can  play  during 
the  Conference  preparatory  period. 

Requests  for  further  information  on 
the  meeting  should  be  directed  to  Diana 
M.  Montgomery,  Department  of  State, 
Office  of  Investment  Affairs,  Bureau  of 
Economic  and  Business  Affairs, 
Washington,  D.C.  20520.  She  may  be 
reached  by  telephone  on  (area  code  202) 
632-1717. 

Members  of  the  public  wishing  to 
attend  the  meeting  must  contact  Ms. 
Montgomery’s  office  in  order  to  arrange 
entrance  to  the  State  Department 
building. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Working  Group 
will,  as  time  permits,  entertain  oral 
comments  from  members  of  the  public 
attending  the  meeting. 

Dated:  March  20, 1981. 

Arnold  J.  Croddy, 

Acting  Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10242  filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4710-07-M 


[Public  Notice  CM-8/3891 

Study  Group  C  of  the  U.S.  Organization 
for  the  International  Telegraph  and 
Telephone  Consultative  Committee 
(CCITT);  Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  announces 
that  Study  Group  C  of  the  U.S. 
Organization  for  the  International 
Telegraph  and  Telephone  Consultative 
Committee  (CCITT)  will  meet  on  April 
23, 1981  at  10:00  a.m.  in  Room  1207,  of 
the  Department  of  State,  2201  C  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  This  Study 
Group  relates  to  the  worldwide 
telephone  network  and  the  international 
telecommunications  questions 
concerning  telephone  transmission, 
switching,  signaling,  operations  and 
maintenance  as  embraced  by  various 
Study  Groups  and  autonomous  groups  in 
the  CCITT.  This  particular  meeting  of 


Study  Group  C  will  examine  the 
subjects  involved  in  broad  outline  and 
review  the  relevant  procedures  intended 
to  fulfill  its  obligations.This  Study  Group 
will  review  those  developments  of  the 
Vllth  Plenary  Assembly  affecting  its 
work  program.  It  will  review  the  results 
of  the  April,  1981  meetings  of  various 
Working  Parties  of  Study  Group  IV.  It 
will  discuss  preparations  for  the  meeting 
of  Study  Group  XVIII  scheduled  for 
June,  1981. 

Members  of  the  general  public  may 
attend  the  meeting  and  join  in  the 
discussion  subject  to  instructions  of  the 
Chair.  Admittance  of  public  members 
will  be  limited  to  the  seating  available. 
Entrance  to  the  Department  of  State 
building  will  be  facilitated  if 
arrangements  are  made  in  advance  of 
the  meeting.  It  is  therefore  requested 
that  members  of  the  general  public  who 
plan  to  attend  the  meeting  inform  Mr. 
Richard  H.  Howarth,  Office  of 
International  Communications  Policy, 
Department  of  State,  telephone  (202) 
632-1007,  of  their  intention  prior  to 
March  31, 1981.  All  non-governmental 
attendees  must  use  the  C  Street 
entrance  to  the  building. 

Dated:  March  18, 1981. 

Richard  H.  Howarth, 

Chairman,  U.S.  CCITT  National  Committee. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10243  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45.im| 

BILLING  CODE  4710-07-M 


[Public  Notice  CM-8/387] 

Study  Group  2  of  the  U.S.  Organization 
for  the  International  Radio 
Consultative  Committee  (CCIR); 
Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  announces 
that  Study  Group  2  of  the  U.S. 
Organization  for  the  International  Radio 
Consultative  Committee  (CCIR)  will 
meet  on  April  24, 1981  in  Room  521J  of 
the  National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration,  600  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  The 
meeting  will  begin  at  9:30  a.m. 

Study  Group  2  deals  with  matters 
relating  to  the  communications  for 
scientific  satellites,  space  probes, 
spacecraft,  exploration  satellites  (e.g., 
meteorological  and  geodetic)  and  to 
interference  problems  cnceming  the 
radio  astronomy  and  radar  astronomy 
services.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is 
to  review  the  work  under  way  in 
preparation  for  the  international  meeting 
of  Study  Group  2  in  October  1981. 

Members  of  the  general  public  may 
attend  the  meeting  and  join  in  the 
discussions  subject  to  instructions  of  the 
Chairman. 


Requests  for  further  information 
should  be  directed  to  Mr.  Gordon 
Huffcutt,  State  Department,  Washington, 
D.C.  20520,  telephone  (202)  632-2592. 

Dated:  March  18, 1981. 

Gordon  L.  Huffcutt, 

Chairman,  U.S.  CCIR  National  Committee. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10244  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4710-07-M 


[Public  Notice  CM-8/385] 

Shipping  Coordinating  Committee,  * 
Subcommittee  on  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea; 
Meeting  > 

The  Working  Group  on 
Radiocommunications  of  the 
Subcomittee  on  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea  will 
conduct  an  open  meeting  on  April  16, 
1981,  at  1:30  p.m.,  in  Room  8238  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
prepare  position  documents  for  the 
Twenty-third  Session  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Radio¬ 
communications  of  the 
Intergovernmental  Maritime 
Consultative  Organization  (IMCO)  to  be 
held  in  London,  May  11, 1981.  In 
particular,  the  working  group  will 
discuss  the  following  topics: 

— survival  craft  radio  equipment 
— operational  requirements  for  future 
EPIRBs 

— operational  standards  for  shipboard 
radio  equipment 
— maritime  distress  system 

For  further  information  contact  LDCR 
R.  F.  Carlson,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  (G- 
OTM-3/32),  2100  2nd  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20593.  Telephone  (202) 
426-1345. 

Dated:  March  23, 1981. 

James  A.  Treichel, 

Executive  Secretary,  Shipping  Coordinating 
Committee. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10240  Filed  4-3-81: 8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  4710-07-M 


l  Public  Notice  CM-8/390] 

Shipping  Coordinating  Committee, 
Subcommittee  on  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea; 
Meeting 

The  SOLAS  Working  Group  on 
Lifesaving  Appliances  will  conduct  an 
open  meeting  on  April  22, 1981,  at  9:00 
A.M.,  in  Room  1303  of  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Headquarters  (Transpoint 
Building),  2100  Second  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20593. 
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The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to:  . 
—discuss  report  of  15th  Session  of 
IMCO  Sub-Committee  on  Lifesaving 
Appliances 

— discuss  the  draft  text  for  revision  of 
SOLAS  Chapter  III  and  consider  text 
or  need  for  U.S.  submittals  for  next 
LSA  Sub-Committee  meeting 
scheduled  for  week  of  29  June  1981. 

— discuss  need  for  U.S.  submittal  on 
Code  of  Practice  for  Evaluation  and 
Prototype  Testing  of  Life  Saving 
Appliances  and  Recommendation  for 
Testing. 

— dicuss  future  IMCO  LSA  Work  Plan 
For  further  information  contact  Mr. 
N.W.  Lemley,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Headquarters  (G-MMT-3/12),  2100  2nd 
Street,  S.W.,  Transpoint  Building. 
Washington,  D.C.  20593.  Telephone  (202) 
426-1444. 

Dated:  March  23, 1981. 

James  A.  Treichel, 

Executive  Secretary,  Shipping  Coordinating 
Committee. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10237  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4710-07-M 


[Public  Notice  CM-8/391] 

Shipping  Coordinating  Committee, 
Subcommittee  on  Safety  of  Life  at  Sea; 
Meeting 

The  Panel  on  Bulk  Cargoes  under  the 
SOLAS  Subcommittee  Working  Group 
on  Subdivision  and  Stability  will 
conduct  an  open  meeting  on  April  22, 
1981,  at  10:00  A.M.,  in  Room  6200  of  the 
Nassif  Building,  7th  and  D  Streets,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
review  the  outcome  of  the  XXII  Session 
of  the  IMCO  Subcommittee  on 
Containers  and  Cargoes  held  in  London 
from  January  26-30, 1981  and  the  XLIV 
Session  of  the  Maritime  Safety 
Committee  held  in  London  from  March 
30  to  April  3, 1981. 

For  further  information  contact  Mr. 
John  F.  McAnulty,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  (G- 
MHM),  2100  2nd  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20593.  Telephone  (202) 
426-1577;  or  Captain  S.  Fraser  Sammis, 
National  Cargo  Bureau,  Inc.,  Suite  2757, 
One  World  Trade  Center,  New  York, 
New  York  10048.  Telephone  (212)  432- 
1280. 

Dated:  March  23, 1981. 

James  A.  Treichel, 

Executive  Secretary,  Shipping  Coordinating 
Committee. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10238  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4710-07-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
[CGD  81-0141 

Persons  Capacity;  Outboard  Boats 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Grant  of  Exemption. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  recently 
issued  an  exemption  to  the  persons 
capacity  requirement  in  the  Safe 
Loading  Standard  for  certain  outboard 
powered  boats.  The  exemption  was 
granted  in  response  to  petitions  received 
from  the  National  Marine  Manufacturers 
Association  and  the  American  Boat  and 
Yacht  Council.  Issuance  of  the 
exemption  is  necessary  to  alleviate  an 
unintentional  noncompliance  with 
current  Coast  Guard  regulations  by  a 
large  number  of  boat  manufacturers. 

The  exemption  should  not  have  an 
adverse  effect  on  boating  safety. 
exemption  DATE:  The  exemption  applies 
to  all  outboard  powered  boats  that  bear 
a  hull  identification  number  with  a  date 
of  certification  that  is  dated  before 
January  1, 1982. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lysle  B.  Gray,  Boating  Technical 
Division,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Headquarters,  2100  Second  Street  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20593. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  text 
of  the  Grant  of  Exemption  is  as  follows: 

Grant  of  Exemption 

By  letters  dated  December  19  and  23, 
1980,  the  National  Marine 
Manufacturers  Association  (NMMA) 
and  the  American  Boat  and  Yacht 
Council  (ABYC)  petitioned  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard  for  an  exemption  to 
Section  183.41  of  the  Safe  Loading 
Standard  in  Part  183  of  Title  33,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  Section  183.41 
prescribes  the  method  for  determining 
the  persons  capacity  of  outboard 
powered  boats. 

The  Safe  Loading  Standard  was 
recently  revised  in  Coast  Guard 
rulemaking  docket  CGD  78-034  to 
require  calculation  of  persons  capacity 
in  both  total  weight  of  persons  and  total 
number  of  persons.  Final  regulations 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  January  10, 1980.  The  petitioners 
state  that  a  conflict  exists  between  the 
method  for  determining  the  persons 
capacity  of  outboard  powered  boats  in 
the  Coast  Guard  standard  and  the 
method  prescribed  by  ABYC  Standard, 
ABYC  H-5.  Boats  built  in  conformance 
with  ABYC  H-5  can  have  persons 
capacity  ratings  that  exceed  maximum 
ratings  allowed  by  §  183.41.  The 
difference  in  ratings  is  as  much  as  40 


pounds  and  one  person  for  boats  rated 
at  25  horsepower  or  less,  and  as  much 
as  80  pounds  and  one  person  for  boats 
rated  at  more  than  25  horsepower. 

The  petitioners  state  that  since  August 
1, 1980,  the  effective  date  of  CGD  78- 
034,  NMMA  has  issued  more  than 
100,000  boat  capacity  information  labels 
to  approximately  120  boat 
manufacturers  subject  to  §  183.41. 
Although  a  check  of  NMMA  computer 
records  indicates  that  only  246  boat 
models  made  by  65  manufacturers  seem 
to  be  affected,  the  actual  number  of 
affected  models  is  probably  much  larger 
than  that  since  both  the  ABYC  standard 
and  the  BIA  Certification  Handbook 
which  incorporates  ABYC  H-5  are  used 
by  much  of  the  boating  industry.  The 
petitioners  also  state  that  few 
manufacturers  are  currently  aware  of 
the  conflict  between  ABYC  H-5  and 
§  183.41. 

On  behalf  of  manufacturers  of 
outboard  powered  boats,  the  petitioners 
request  an  exemption  from  §  183.41  for 
boats  built  before  January  1, 1982,  that 
bear  capacity  information  labels 
calculated  in  accordance  with  ABYC  H- 
5. 

The  petitioners  state  that  if  an 
exemption  is  not  granted,  the  expense  to 
replace  noncomplying  labels  on  affected 
boats  built  since  August  1, 1980,  could 
exceed  $10,000  per  manufacturer.  In 
addition,  the  petitioners  state  that 
substantial  production  and  shipping 
delays  and  attendant  costs  would  also 
be  incurred  during  the  time  required  to 
obtain  replacement  labels.  Small 
businesses  would  be  especially  hard  hit 
by  these  delays  and  costs,  and  some 
bankruptcies  could  result. 

The  petitioners  request  that  the 
exemption  extend  to  January  1982  to 
provide  sufficient  time  to  use  up  existing 
labels  and  obtain  supplies  of 
replacement  labels.  The  petitioners  also 
state  that  the  public  standards  making 
procedures  of  ABYC  take  six  to  nine 
months  to  revise  and  publish  new 
standards. 

The  information  presented  by  the 
petitioners  has  been  carefully 
considered  by  the  Coast  Guard.  Section 
9  of  the  Federal  Boat  Safety  Act  of  1971 
(Pub.  L.  92-75)  provides,  in  part,  that  the 
Coast  Guard  may  issue  exemptions  to 
any  provision  of  the  Act  or  regulations 
or  standards  issued  thereunder  if  it 
considers  that  boating  safety  will  not  be 
adversely  affected. 

The  specific  conflict  between  ABYC 
H-5  and  Coast  Guard  regulations 
concerns  the  definition  of  the  term  “boat 
weight."  This  term  is  used  in  calculating 
the  persons  capacity  of  a  boat. 
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However,  the  term,  as  used  in  ABYC  H- 
5,  includes  both  portable  and  permanent 
fuel  tanks;  whereas,  the  term  as  defined 
in  33  CFR  183.35(b)(2)  excludes  portable 
fuel  tanks.  As  a  result,  the  calculation  of 
persons  capacity  using  ABYC  H-5  can 
result  in  a  figure  that  is  40  pounds  or  one 
person  too  high  for  outboard  powered 
boats  rated  at  25  horsepower  or  less, 
and  80  pounds  or  one  person  too  high  for 
boats  rated  at  more  than  25  horsepower. 

It  is  apparent  that  the  boating  industry 
as  a  whole  has  been  misled  by  the 
definition  of  boat  weight  in  determining 
persons  capacities.  However,  the 
noncomplying  ratings  should  not 
adversely  affect  boating  safety.  These 
ratings  are  considerbly  lower  than  the 
maximum  ratings  allowed  by  the  Safe 
Loading  Standard  in  effect  before 
August  1, 1980.  Previous  regulations 
required  calculation  of  persons  capacity 
in  terms  of  weight,  but  not  in  terms  of  a 
maximum  number  of  persons. 

If  noncomplying  capacity  labels  were 
replaced  in  a  manufacturer  recall 
campaign,  an  undue  economic  hardship 
would  be  imposed  upon  affected 
manufacturers.  The  model  year  started 
on  August  1, 1980,  and  boats  have  been 
shipped  to  dealers  already.  In  addition, 
manufacturers  have  existing  inventories 
of  labels  and  it  normally  takes  several 
months  to  use  them  up  and  obtain  an 
additional  supply.  The  cost  to  replace 
noncomplying  labels  on  boats  built  by 
the  65  affected  manufacturers  listed  in 
NMMA  records  could  be  as  high  as 
$650,000.  Similar  replacement  costs 
would  be  incurred  by  other 
manufacturers  of  boats  with 
noncomplying  labels.  However, 
substantial  additional  cost  would  also 
be  incurred  as  a  result  of  production  and 
shipping  delays  while  awaiting  resupply 
with  conforming  labels.  In  consideration 
of  the  foregoing,  I  find  that  to  grant  this 
exemption  would  not  adversely  affect 
boating  safety.  Therefore,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  Section  9  of 
the  Federal  Boat  Safety  Act  of  1971 
(Pub.  L.  92-75)  and  49  CFR  1.46(n)(l), 
which  authority  has  been  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Commandant,  an  exemption 
from  §  183.41  of  the  Safe  Loading 
Standard  in  Part  183  of  Title  33,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  hereby  granted 
as  follows: 

(1)  This  exemption  applies  to  each 
boat  with  a  hull  identification  number 
containing  a  date  of  certification  that  is 
dated  before  January  1, 1982. 

(2)  On  an  outboard  powered  boat 
rated  for  more  than  25  horsepower,  the 
maximum  persons  capacity  (MPC)  in 
pounds  may  not  exceed  the  MPC 


calculated  in  accordance  with 
§  183.41(a)  by  more  than  80  pounds. 

(3)  On  an  outboard  powered  boat 
rated  for  25  horsepower  or  less,  the 
maximum  persons  capacity  (MPC)  in 
pounds  may  not  exceed  the  MPC 
calculated  in  accordance  with 

§  183.41(a)  by  more  than  40  pounds. 

(4)  The  maximum  persons  capacity 
(MPC)  in  whole  numbers  of  persons  may 
not  exceed  the  MPC  calculated  in 
accordance  with  §  183.41(b)  by  more 
than  one  person. 

(46  U.S.C.  1458;  49  CFR  1.46(n)(l)) 

Dated:  March  23, 1981. 

H.  W.  Parker, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Chief,  Office 
of  Boating,  Public,  and  Consumer  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10340  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Piper  Model  PA-31T2;  Aircraft 
Certification  and  Availability  of 
Documents 

The  formal  certification  process  for 
the  PA-31T2  airplane  has  taken 
nineteen  months.  Certification  was 
requested  by  the  Piper  Aircraft 
Corporation,  Lock  Haven,  Pennsylvania 
under  the  provisions  of  Subpart  J  of  FAR 
21.  The  FAA,  Eastern  Region  staff 
participated  in  the  certification  process 
throughout  the  period  by  reviewing 
technical  documents,  witnessing  testing 
and  conducting  flight  tests. 

The  Director  of  the  FAA,  Eastern 
Region  has  conducted  a  thourough 
review  of,  (1)  the  issues  involved  in  the 
PA-31T2  type  certification  program  ahd 
(2)  the  findings  of  the  FAA  certification 
team.  He  has  also  reviewed  and 
discussed  with  his  senior  staff  a 
document  entitled,  “Decision  Basis  for 
Type  Certification  of  the  Piper  Model 
PA-31T2  Airplane”. 

Based  on  a  review  of  the  entire 
certification  process,  the  Director 
approved  issuance  of  the  PA-31T2  Type 
Certificate  as  recommended  by  the 
Eastern  Region  staff.  Type  Certificate 
A8EA  for  the  PA-31  aircraft  series  was 
amended  February  12, 1981,  to  include 
approval  of  the  PA-31T2. 

A  copy  of  the  “Decision  Basis  for 
Type  Certification  of  the  Piper  Model 
PA-31T2  Airplane”-is  on  file  in  the  FAA 
Rules  Dockets.  The  bulk  of  the 
“Decision  Basis”  reviews  the  purpose, 
structure,  conduct  and  significant 
highlights  of  the  certification  program 
wherein  Piper  was  required  to 
demonstrate  compliance  with  the 
applicable  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
and  Special  Conditions. 


The  “Decision  Basis”  report  is 
available  for  examination  and  copying 
at  the  FAA  Rules  Docket,  Room  916,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of  the  report 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  FAA,  Eastern  Region,  Federal 
Building,  JFK  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  New  York  11430  at  a  cost  of 
$5.80. 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  York  on  March  25, 
1981. 

Murray  E.  Smith, 

Director,  Eastern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10229  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-09-M 


[Summary  Notice  No.  PE-81-91 

Petitions  for  Exemption;  Summary  of 
Petitions  Received  and  Dispositions  of 
Petitions  Issued 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  petitions  for 
exemptions  received  and  of  dispositions  . 
of  prior  petitions. 


SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  FAA’s 
rulemaking  provisions  governing  the 
application,  processing,  and  disposition 
of  petitions  for  exemption  (14  CFR  Part 
11),  this  notice  contains  a  summary  of 
certain  petitions  seeking  relief  from 
specified  requirements  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Chapter  IJ 
and  of  dispositions  of  certain  petitions 
previously  received.  The  purpose  of  this 
notice  is  to  improve  the  public’s 
awareness  of,  and  participation  in,  this 
aspect  of  FAA’s  regulatory  activities. 
Neither  publication  of  this  notice  nor  the 
inclusion  or  omission  of  information  in 
the  summary  is  intended  to  affect  the 
legal  status  of  any  petition  or  its  final 
disposition. 

OATES:  Comments  on  petitions  received 
must  identify  the  petition  docket  number 
involved  and  must  be  received  on  or 
before  April  19, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  any 
petition  in  triplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn:  Rules  Docket  (AGC-204), 

Petition  Docket  No. - ,  800 

Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

The  petition,  any  comments  received 
and  a  copy  of  any  final  disposition  are 
filed  in  the  assigned  regulatory  docket 
and  are  available  for  examination  in  the 
Rules  Docket  (AGC-204),  Room  916, 
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FAA  Headquarters  Building  (FOB  10A), 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  telephone  (202) 
426-3644. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (c),  (e),  and  (g)  of  §  11.27  of 
Part  11  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  11). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  27, 
1981. 

Edward  P.  Faberman, 

Assistant  Chief  Counsel  Regulations  and 
Enforcement  Division. 

Petitions  for  Exemptions 

Petitioner 

Regulations  affected 

Description  of  relief  sought 

21373  Big  Bend  Community  College .  14  CFR  Part  141;  Appendix  D. 

21295  Patrick  William  Sandner . . .  14  CFR  §61.83<a) . 

21362  Bird  s  Seaplane  Service .  14  CFR  §  135.243(b)(3) . 

17681  Kenmore  Air  Harbor . . . . . .  14  CFR  §  135.203(a)(1) . . 


21448  U  S.  Jet  Aviation .  14  CFR  §  135.89(b)(3) . 

21487  Tyee  Airlines,  Inc . .1 .  14  CFR  §  135.243(b)(3) . 

21 366  Royale  Airlines,  Inc .  1 4  CFR  §91.52 . 

19498  Air  Logistics  of  Alaska,  Inc .  14  CFR  §§  135.385  (b)  and  (c) 


21344  Camas  Aviation . . .  14  CFR  §  135.1(b)(2) . 

21383  Aeronautical,  Inc .  14  CFR  §  63.39(b)(2) . 

21444  Flying  Tiger  Line . . .  14  CFR  §  121.391(a)  ................. 

21420  Merle  Norman  Cosmestics .  14  CFR  §  135.261(a)(2) . 

21445  Golden  Gate  Airlines .  14  CFR  §  135.261(b) . 

21367  Air  Kaman,  Inc . .'. .  14  CFR  §  135.89 _ 

21149  Starbird,  Inc.,  and  Kodiak  Western  Alaska  Airlines,  Inc .  14  CFR  §§  91.39  and  121.157. 

21506  Norlhwest  Orient .  14  CFR  §  121.433 . 


21516  Frontier  Airlines,  Inc . .-. .  14  CFR  §  121.619......... . . . 

20240  Herman  Miller,  Inc . . . . .  14  CFR  §  91.32(b)(1)(ii) . 

21518  Type  Rating  Training .  14  CFR  §§  61 .63(d)(2)  and  (3),  and 

61.157(d)(1). 


18920  Transamerica  Airlines,  Inc.  and  World  Airways .  14  CFR  various  §§  Part  121 . 

21570  Joseph  M.  Del  Balio . .  14  CFR  §§  61.39(a)(2)  and  61.65(e)(1). 

20818  Ransome  Airlines . „ .  14  CFR  §§  135.429(a) _ ...... . . . 


21489 

Air  Oregon,  Inc . 

.  14  CFR  §61 .31(a)(1) . 

18867 

Frontier  Airlines,  Inc. . . . 

.  14  CFR  §  121.391(a)(3). 

20388 

20496 

.  14  CFR  §25  1321 

20241 

21384 

South  Pacific  Island  Airways . 

.  14  CFR  §121.291 . 

To  permit  the  required  600  mile  cross-country  flight,  with  three  200  nm  legs, 
to  be  be  made  with  one  leg  less  than  200  nm  from  the  other  points. 

To  allow  petitioner  to  solo  an  airplane  before  reaching  age  16. 

To  allow  petitioner  to  operate  without  meeting  the  requirement  that  their 
pilots  have  an  instrument  rating. 

To  extend  the  termination  date  of  Exemption  No.  2528  which  presently 
allows  petitioner  to  conduct  operations  at  an  altitude  below  500  feet  over 
water  outside  of  controlled  airspace. 

To  permit  flight  up  to  and  including  Flight  Level  (FL)  410  without  requiring 
one  pilot  to  wear  and  use  an  oxygen  mask  at  all  times  above  FL  350. 

To  permit  petitioner's  pilots  in  command  to  operate  an  airplane  under  Part 
135  without  holding  an  instrument  rating  or  an  airline  transport  pilot 
certificate  with  an  airplane  category  rating. 

To  permit  petitioner  to  conduct  operations  under  Part  135  with  airplanes 
which  are  not  equipped  with  an  automatic-type  emergency  locator  trans¬ 
mitter. 

To  extend  Exemption  No.  2902A  which  allows  petitioner  to  operate  CASA- 
212  aircraft  at  maximum  gross  landing  weights  at  regular  airports  where 
more  than  60  percent  of  the  effective  runway  length  would  be  required 
for  landing  and  at  alternate  airports  where  more  than  70  percent  of  the 
effective  runway  length  would  be  necessary. 

To  permit  passenger  sightseeing  flight  operation  beyond  the  25-statute  mile 
limit  of  the  same  airport  where  the  flight  began  and  terminated. 

To  allow  applicants  for  a  flight  engineer  certificate  with  a  class  rating  to  use 
an  advanced  simulator  to  meet  certain  of  the  specified  test  requirements. 

To  transport  up  to  nine  passengers  on  the  upper  deck  of  B-747  freighter 
aircraft  without  a  flight  attendant. 

To  allow  petitioner’s  pilots  to  operate  in  the  Gulfstream  II  aircraft  on  Trans¬ 
pacific  Flights  when  the  specified  flight  and  duty  times  may  be  exceeded. 

To  permit  petitioner  and  its  flight  crewmembers  to  substitute  the  flight 
crewmember  rest  requirements  of  Subpart  Q  of  Part  121  for  those 
contained  in  Part  135. 

To  allow  petitioner  to  operate  Learjet  23,  24,  and  25  aircraft  above  flight 
level  (FL)  350  up  to  FL  410  without  at  least  one  pilot  at  the  controls 
wearing  an  oxygen  mask  which  is  secured  and  sealed. 

To  permit  petitioner  to  operate  Restricted  Category  C-119L  aircraft  in 
cargo-carrying  operations  within  the  state  of  Alaska. 

To  allow  the  Petitioner  to  change  its  training  schedule  to  conduct  flight 
attendant  training  over  an  eight-month  period.  This  will  allow  petitioner  to 
complete  the  "hands  on"  training  in  accordance  with  §  121.417  utilizing 
their  newly  acquired  “mock  up"  training  aids. 

To  permit  petitioner  to  dispatch  flights  based  on  weather  data  contained  in 
the  main  body  of  the  forecasts. 

Extension  of  Exemption  No.  3031  which  allows  operation  of  a  Learjet  Model 
35A  to  a  maximum  altitude  of  45,000  feet  without  either  pilot  wearing  an 
oxygen  mask. 

To  allow  petitioner's  trainees  to  complete  a  practical  test  for  the  issuance 
of  atype  rating  in  an  airplane  simulator  as  set  forth  in  Appendix  A  of  Part 
61. 

Extension  of  termination  date  of  Exemption  No.  2947  which  allows  sched¬ 
uled  service  operations  utilizing  the  flight  control/dispatch  procedures  for 
pilots,  and  enroute  servicing  and  maintenance  procedures  of  Part  121 
that  are  applicable  to  supplemental  air  carriers. 

To  allow  approximately  30  subjects  enrolled  in  a  research  program,  to  be 
conducted  by  the  FAA,  to  apply  for  an  instrument  rating  at  the  end  of 
their  training  without  meeting  the  200  hours  total  pilot  flight  time  minimum 
aeronautical  experience  requirement. 

To  permit  petitioner  to  employ  Societe  Nationals  Industries  Aerospatiale, 
Sasmat  Rousseau  Avation,  Turbomeca,  Lucas  Aerospace  Limited,  and 
Ratier-Figeac  to  overhaul  and  repair  Nord  262  aircraft  components  and 
accessories  even  though  these  companies  and  their  employees  do  not 
hold  the  U.S.  certificates  required  by  the  FAR.  Granted  Mar.  17,  1981. 

To  permit  petitioner's  pilots  to  operate  Swearingen  Metro  IIA  aircraft  without 
possessing  the  appropriate  type  rating  for  that  aircraft.  Granted  Mar.  18, 
1981. 

To  permit  operation  of  B-737  aircraft  with  115  passenger  seats  using  two 
flight  attendants  and  blocking  6  seats  in  certain  situations.  Granted  Mar. 
19.  1981. 

To  allow  the  operation  of  the  Bell  206  helicopter  under  Part  91  while 
performing  exclusive  transportation  for  personnel  employed  by  two  televi¬ 
sion  broadcast  stations.  Denied  Mar.  23,  1981. 

To  permit  installation  of  a  vertical  scale,  vertical  speed,  indicator  between 
the  altitude  and  attitude  indicator  on  only  the  pilot's  panel.  Granted  Mar. 
24,  1981. 

.  To  allow  the  petitioner  to  use  an  alternate  method  to  preprint  or  stamp  the 
shipping  document  with  airworthiness  certification  data  to  certify  airworthi¬ 
ness  of  Class  III  export  products  rather  than  the  required  “Airworthiness 
Approval  Tag”  (FAA  Form  8130-3).  Granted  Mar.  23,  1981. 

.  To  permit  Petitioner  to  introduce  a  B-707-323B  aircraft  into  service  in  a 
149-passenger  seat  configuration  using  four  flight  attendants  without 
conducting  a  full-scale  emergency  evacuation  demonstration.  Granted 
Mar.  20,  1981. 
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Petitions  for  Exemptions— Continued 


Regulations  affected  Description  of  relief  sought 


21514  American  Trans  Air,  Inc.  (AMT)  and  Ambassadair  Inc.  14  CFR  §  123.17 . . . . .  .  To  permit  AMT  to  hold  a  Part  121  Air  Carrier  Operating  Certificate  and  AMS 

(AMS).  '  to  simultaneously  hold  a  Part  123  operating  certificate  notwithstanding 

the  fact  that  both  firms  are  under  the  control  of  and  are  part  of  an 
interiocking  relationship  with  Mr.  J.  George  Mikelsons,  who  is  president  of 
\  AMS  and  one  of  its  three  directors  and  sole  owner,  president,  and  sole 

director  of  AMT.  Denied  Mar.  20,  1981. 

21103  USAir .  14  CFR  §  121.291 . To  permit  petitioner  to  increase  the  seating  capacity  of  its  BAC-1-11-200 

series  aircraft  from  74  seats  to  79  seats  without  first  conducting  a  full¬ 
seating  capacity  emergency  evacuation  demonstration.  Granted  Mar  24, 
1981. 

20862  Jose  Facundo  for  PRINAIR .  14  CFR  §  91.50(a) .  To  permit  petitioner  to  operate,  after  April  12.  1981,  its  26  de  Havilland 

Heron  aircraft  at  13.500  gross  certificated  takeoff  weight  without  having 
an  operable  pilot  heat  indication  system  installed.  Granted  Mar.  24,  1981. 

12464  Compagnie  National  Air  France . 14  CFR  portions  of  Parts  21,  61.  63,  and  91 ...  To  permit  Petitioner  to  operate  and  maintain  eight  leased  B-747  aircraft  of 

United  States  registry  using  foreign  airmen,  an  FAA-approved  continoous 
airworthiness  maintenance  program,  and  the  B-747  master  minimum 
equipment  list.  Granted  Mar  25,  1981. 

21294  Medical  Air  Rescue,  Inc .  14  CFR  §  135.261(b). . To  permit  petitioner's  pilots  to  operate  helicopters  in  hospital  rescue 

operations  with  8  hours  crew  rest  in  a  24  hour  period  in  lieu  of  the 
required  10-consecutive-tiour  rest.  Withdrawn  Mar.  9,  1981. 

20781  World  Airways,  Inc. . -  14  CFR  §  121.291 .  To  permit  petitioner  to  introduce  its  B-747-200C  airplane  into  passenger¬ 

carrying  operations  with  a  535-passenger  seat  configuration  without  first 
conducting  a  full-seating  capacity  emergency  evacuation  demonstration 
Withdrawn  Mar  18,  1981. 
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Radio  Technical  Commission  for 
Aeronautics  (RTCA);  Meeting 

pursuant  to  section  10  (a)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L 
92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App  I)  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  a  meeting  of  an  RTCA  Ad  Hoc 
Committee  to  be  held  on  April  28-29, 
1981,  in  RTCA  Conference  Room  267, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W„  Washington,  D.C., 
commencing  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
review  technical  comments  received  by 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  in  respone  to  proposed  revisions 
to  certain  Technical  Standard  Orders 
(TSO)  as  announced  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  October  2, 1980  (45  FR 
65378-65385).  The  proposed  TSO 
revisions  incorporate,  by  reference, 
minimum  performance  standards  for 
airborne  equipment  prepared  by  RTCA. 
The  Ad  Hoc  committee  is  to  determine 
whether  the  affected  minimum 
performance  standards  should  be 
changed,  and  to  provide  any  additional 
information  needed  prior  to  final  FAA 
action. 

The  following  technical  matters  will 
be  considered: 

(1)  Reference  TSO  C37c,  VHF  Radio 
Communications  Transmitting 
Equipment  Operating  within  the  Radio 
Frequency  Range  of  118-136  Megahertz 
(Docket  No.  TSO-37c)i  Radio  frequency 
susceptibility  test  required  by  RTCA 
Document  DO-160/D)-160A  and  test 
procedures  for  minimum  modulation 
levels  required  by  RTCA  Document  DO- 
157. 

(2)  Reference  proposed  TSO  C38c, 
VHF  Radio  Communication  Receiving 


Equipment  Operating  within  the  Radio 
Frequency  Range  of  118-136  Megahertz 
(Docket  No.  TSO-C38c).  Radio 
frequency  susceptibility  test  required  by 
RTCA  Document  DO-160/DO-160A  and 
eligibility  of  Class  A  and  Class  B 
equipment  for  TSO  approval, 

(3)  Reference  proposed  TSO  C40b, 
VOR  Radio  Receiving  Equipment 
Operating  within  the  Radio  Frequency 
Range  of  108-118  Megahertz  (Docket  No. 
TSO-C40b).  Radio  frequency 
susceptibility  test  required  by  RTCA 
Document  DO-160/DO-160A  and  the 
following  matters  pertaining  to  RTCA 
Document  DO-153A: 

a.  Definition  and  application  of  Class  1 
and  Class  II  equipment, 

b.  Spurious  response  test, 

c.  Voice/Identification  audio  output 
level, 

d.  Altitude  test  requirements, 

e.  Non-manual  VOR  bearing 
indication,  and 

f.  Co-channel  VOR  signal  requirement. 

(4)  Reference  proposed  TSO  C66b, 
Airborne  Distance  Measuring 
Equipment  (Docket  No.  TSO-C66b).  The 
following  matters  concerning  RTCA 
Document  DO-1 51  A: 

a.  Interrogator  pulse  spectrum, 

b.  Spurious  response  and 
intermodulatoin,  and 

c.  Method  of  measuring  time  delay  for 
distance  measurement. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Persons 
wishing  to  present  statements  or  obtain 
information  should  contact  the  RTCA 


Secretariat,  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006;  (202)  296-0484. 
Any  member  of  the  public  may  present  a 
written  statement  to  the  committee  at 
any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  26, 
1981. 

Karl  F.  Bierach, 

Designated  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  81-10228  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am| 
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Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration 

Grants  and  Denials  of  Applications  for 
Exemptions 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  grants  and  denials  of 
applications  for  exemptions. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  the 
procedures  governing  the  application 
for,  and  the  processing  of,  exemptions 
from  the  Department  of  Transportation’s 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  (49 
CFR  Part  107,  Subpart  B),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  exemptions  granted 
in  February  1981.  The  modes  of 
transportation  involved  are  identified  by 
a  number  in  the  "Nature  of  Exemption 
Thereof  portion  of  the  table  below  as 
follows:  1 — Motor  Vehicle,  2 — Rail 
freight,  3 — Cargo  vessel,  4— Cargo-only 
aircraft,  5 — Passenger-carrying  aircraft. 
Application  numbers  perfixed  by  the 
letters  EE  represent  applications  for 
Emergency  Exemptions. 
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2051-X .  DOT-E  2051 .  Virginia  Chemicals.  Inc.,  Portsmouth,  VA .  49  CFR  173.304(a)(1)(2),  173.34(d),  To  authorize  shipment  of  non-flammable  and  non-poisonous  refriger- 

175.3.  ant  gases  in  non-DOT  specification  alumimum  cylinders.  (Modes  1, 

2,  3,  4,  5.) 

3330-X .  DOT-E  3330 .  Teledyne  Wah  Chang  Albany  Corp.,  49  CFR  173.214(d) .  To  authorize  use  of  packaging  not  presently  prescribed  in  Hazardous 

Albany  OR  Materials  Regulations  for  certain  flammable  solid  material.  (Modes 

1. 2) 

4453-X _  DOT-E  4453 .  Maynes  Explosives  Co.,  Lee's  Summit,  49  CFR  1 73.1 14a(h)(3) . To  authorize  use  of  a  non-DOT  specification  bulk,  hopper-type  tank 

MO  for  shipment  of  blasting  agent,  n.o.s.  or  ammonium  nitrate-fuel  oil 

mixture.  (Mode  1.) 

4460-X .  DOT-E  4460 .  Ethyl  Cor.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA . . .  49  CFR  173.29,  176.74(c),  176.76(g)(3) .  To  authorize  special  stowage  limits  for  DOT  specification  51  portable 

tanks  containing  metallic  sodium.  (Mode  3.) 

4698- X .  DOT-E  4698 .  American  Bosch  Diesel  Products,  Spring-  49  CFR  173.302(a)(1),  175.3 . To  authorize  use  of  a  non-DOT  specification  hydraulic  accumulator 

field  MA  for  shipment  of  a  certain  nonflammable  compressed  gas.  (Modes 

1,  2,  3,  4.) 

5649-x .  DOT-E  5649 .  Great  Lakes  Chemical  Corp.,  Adrian,  Ml .  49  CFR  173.154(a) . To  authorize  use  of  non-DOT  specification  specially  designed  pack¬ 

aging  using  a  fiberboard  box  and  polypropylene  or  polyethylene 
bags.  (Modes  1,  2.) 

5792-X .  DOT-E  5792 .  El  Paso  Products  Co.,  Odessa,  TX .  49  CFR  172.101,  173.314(c),  173.314(c)....  To  authorize  the  shipment  of  liquefied  flammable  gas  in  non-DOT 

specification  tank  cars.  (Mode  2.) 

6016-X .  DOT-E  6016 .  Southern  Welding  Supply  Co.,  Inc.,  Bowl-  49  CFR  173.315(a) . To  authorize  shipment  of  liquid  oxygen,  nitrogen,  and  argon  in  non- 

ing  Green,  KY.  DOT  specification  portable  tanks.  (Mode  1.) 

6293-X .  DOT-E  6293 .  Hercules,  Inc.,  Wilmington,  DE .  49  CFR  173.21(b),  173.245(a)(31) .  To  authorize  shipment  of  specific  corrosive  material  in  DOT  specifi¬ 

cation  MC-311  or  MC-312  tank  motor  vehicles.  (Mode  1.) 

6349-X .  DOT-E  6349 .  Kansas  Refined  Helium  Co  ,  Inc.,  Otis,  49  CFR  172.101,  173.315(a) .  To  authorize  use  of  non-DOT  specification  portable  tanks  for  ship- 

KS.  ment  of  certain  flammable  and  nonflammable  gases.  (Modes  1,  2, 

3. ) 

6392-X .  DOT-E  6392 .  El  Paso  Products  Co.,  Odessa,  TX .  49  CFR  172.101,  173.314(c) .  To  authorize  use  of  non-DOT  specification  vacuum  insulated  tank 

car  tanks  for  shipment  of  a  liquefied  flammable  compressed  gas. 
(Mode  2.) 

6403-X .  DOT-E  6403 .  Ethyl  Corp.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA .  49  CFR  172.101,  173.315(a) .  To  authorize  shipment  of  a  flammable  gas  in  a  non-DOT  specifica¬ 

tion  cargo  tank.  (Mode  1.) 

6403-X .  DOT-E  6403 .  El  Paso  Products  Co.,  Odessa.  TX .  49  CFR  172.101,  173.315(a) . To  authorize  shipment  of  a  flammable  gas  in  a  non-DOT  specifica¬ 

tion  cargo  tank.  (Mode  1.) 

6466-X .  DOT-E  6466 . .  Monsanto  Co.,  St.  Louis,  MO .  49  CFR  173.68(a)(1),  173.87 .  To  authorize  the  shipment  of  a  Class  A  explosive  in  DOT  specifica¬ 

tion  12H  fiberboard  boxes.  (Mode  1.) 

6545-X . DOT-E  6545 .  San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  San  49  CFR  172.101,  173.315(a) .  To  authorize  use  of  non-DOT  specification  cargo  tanks  for  shipment 

Diego.  CA.  of  a  flammable  gas.  (Mode  1.) 

6602-X .  DOT-E  6602 . _...  Great  Lakes  Chemical  Corp.,  El  Dorado,  49  CFR  173.245(a),  173.314(c),  To  authorize  use  of  DOT  Specification  MC-331  cargo  tanks  and 

AR.  173.315(a)(1).  DOT  Specification  105A500W  or  106A500W  tank  car  tanks  for 

shipment  of  certain  corrosive  liquids  and  nonflammable  com¬ 
pressed  gases.  (Modes  1,  2.) 

6611-X . . .  DOT-E  6611 .  Air  Products  and  Chemicals,  Inc.,  Allen-  49  CFR  172.101, 173.315(a) . To  authorize  use  of  a  non-DOT  specification  portable  tank  for 

town,  PA.  shipment  of  a  nonflammable  gas.  (Modes  1,3.) 

6618-X .  DOT-E  6618 .  Monsanto  Co  ,  St.  Louis,  MO .  49  CFR  173.365(a),  173.374(a) .  To  authorize  shipment  of  a  class  B  poison  in  an  insulated,  MC-312 

cargo  tank.  (Mode  1.) 

6765-P .  DOT-E  6765 . Teikoku  Sanso  Kabushiki  Kaisha,  Kobe,  49  CFR  172.101,  173.315(a) .  To  become  a  party  to  Excemption  6765.  (Modes  1,  3.) 

Japan. 

6765-P . DOT-E  6765 .  U.S.  Department  of  Interior,  Amarillo.  TX....  49  CFR  172.101,  173.315(a) .  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  6765.  (Modes  1,  3.) 

6802-X .  DOT-E  6802 .  Harvey  Co  ,  Greensburg,  PA .  49  CFR  173.315(a),  173.315(a) .  To  authorize  the  transportation  of  liquefied  argon,  liquefied  nitrogen, 

and  liquefied  oxygen  in  non-DOT  specification  cargo  tanks.  (Mode 

D 

6806-P .  DOT-E  6806 .  General  Electric  Co.,  Schenectady,  NY .  49  CFR  173.302(a),  175.3 .  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  6806.  (Mode  5.) 

6946-X .  DOT-E  6946 .  Badger  Welding  Supplies.  Inc.,  Madison,  49  CFR  173.34(e)(15)(i),  175.3 .  To  authonze  use  of  DOT  Specification  3A  or  3AA  cylinders  and  ICC- 

Wl.  •  3,  3A,  or  3AA  cylinders  for  shipment  of  certain  compressed  gases. 

Cylinders  are  over  35  years  old.  (Modes  1.  2,  3,  4,  5.) 

6984-P.„ .  DOT-E  6984 .  Kentucky  Powder  Co.,  Lexington,  KY .  49  CFR  173.103(a),  173.66(g)  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  6984.  (Mode  1 .) 

177.835(g)(2)(i). 

7247-X .  DOT-E  7247 .  U.S.  Department  ol  Defense.  Washing-  49  CFR  146.29-1 1(c)(19),  146.29-  To  authorize  a  bulkhead  in  the  lower  hold  of  a  vessel  separating 

ton,  DC.  75(b)(2).  military  explosives  from  general  cargo  to  be  secured  on  4  inch  by 

6  inch  uprights,  in  lieu  of  the  required  6  by  6  inch  uprights.  (Mode 
3.) 

7275-X .  DOT-E  7275 .  Express  Airways,  Inc.,  Sanford.  FL .  49  CFR  172.101,  172.204(c)(3),  173.27,  To  authorize  the  carriage  of  certain  Class  A,  B,  and  C  explosives 

175.30(a)(1),  175.320(b),  Appendix  B.  that  are  not  permitted  for  shipment  by  air  or  in  quantities  greater 
Part  107.  than  allowed  by  air.  (Mode  4.) 

7286-X -  DOT-E  7286 .  Liquid  Carbonic  Corp.,  Chicago.  IL .  49  CFR  173.34(e)(15)(i) .  To  authonze  shipment  of  certain  nonliquefied  compressed  gases  in 

DOT  Specification  3A  or  3AA  cylinders  and  cylinders  marked  ICC- 
3.  3A  or  3AA.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4,  5.) 

7426-X .  DOT-E  7426 .  Martin  Marietta  Chemicals,  Charlotte,  NC...  49  CFR  173.245(a)(290) .  To  authorize  shipment  of  a  corrosive  liquid  in  DOT  Specification  MC- 

303  cargo  tank.  (Mode  1.) 

7610-X .  DOT-E  7610 . W.R.  Grace  &  Co..  San  Leandro.  CA .  49  CFR  173.1 19 .  To  authonze  the  shipment  of  certain  flammable  liquids  in  ASME 

•  designed  steel  portable  tanks.  (Modes  1,3.) 

7625-X .  DOT-E  7625 .  Hydrite  Chemical  Co.,  Milwaukee.  Wl .  49  CFR  173.245,  173.249,  173.263,  To  authorize  the  transport  of  certain  corrosives  in  DOT  Specification 

173.268.  173.272.  56  portable  tanks.  (Mode  1.) 

7677-X .  DOT-E  7677 .  San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  San  49  CFR  172.101,  173.315(a) . To  authorize  the  shipment  of  liquefied  natural  gas  (methane)  in  non- 

Diego.  CA.  DOT  specification  truck  mounted  portable  tank.  (Mode  1.) 

7700-X .  DOT-E  7700 .  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Washing-  49  CFR  175.310(d) .  To  authorize  the  transportation  of  gasoline  in  the  baggage  compart- 

ton,  DC.  ments  of  helicopters.  (Mode  5.) 

7834-P .  DOT-E  7834 .  U.S.  Department  of  Defense.  Washing-  49  CFR  1 73.306(b)(4),  1 75.3 .  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  7834.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4,  5.) 

ton,  DC. 

7834-X .  DOT-E  7834 .  Magnaflux  Corp.,  Chicago,  IL .  49  CFR  173.306(b)(4),  175.3 .  To  authorize  the  transportation  of  nonliquefied  sulfur  hexafluoride  in 

certain  X-ray  machines.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4,  5.) 

788.3-X . DOT-E  7883 .  RMI  Co  .  Ashtabula,  OH .  49  CFR  173.31(c) . To  authorize  transport  of  metallic  sodium  in  DOT  specification 

105A300-W  tank  cars  which  have  not  been  subjected  to  the 
hydrostatic  retest  requirements  of  49  CFR  173.31(c)(2).  (Mode  2). 

8020-P . DOT-E  8020 .  Soweco.  Inc.,  Amarillo.  TX .  49  CFR  173.34(d),  173.357 . To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  8020.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

80*6-X . DOT-E  8046 .  Contrans,  Hamburg,  West  Germany .  49  CFR  173.247 . To  authorize  the  use  of  non-DOT  specification  portable  tanks  for  the 

transportation  of  certain  corrosive  liquids.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

8055-X .  DOT-E  8055 .  Halstab  Division  Hammond  Lead  Prod-  49  CFR  173.154 . To  authorize  the  shipment  of  a  flammable  solid  in  50-pound  capacity 

ucts,  Inc.,  Hammond,  IN.  DOT  Specification  44C  multiwall  paper  bags.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 
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8059-X .  DOT-E  8059 .  Acurex  Corp.,  Mountain  View,  CA .  49  CFR  173.302(a)(1),  175.3 .  To  authorize  the  use  of  non-DOT  specification  aluminum-lined  cylin¬ 
der  for  the  transportation  of  a  certain  nonflammable  compressed 

gas.  (Modes  1,  2.  3,  4,  5.) 

8096-X .  DOT-E  8096 .  Pressure-Pak  Container  Co.,  Inc.,  East  49  CFR  173.302(a)(1),  175.3,  178.42 .  To  authorize  the  use  of  non-DOT  specification  steel  cylinders  for 

Hampton,  CT.  shipment  of  certain  nonflammable  gases.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4,  5.) 

8120-X...., .  DOT-E  8120 .  Starflight  Inc.,  Arlington,  TN .  49  CFR  172.101,  172.204(c)(3).  173.27,  To  authorize  the  carriage  of  certain  Class  A.  B,  and  C  explosives 

175.30(a)(1),  175.320(b),  Appendix  B.  that  are  not  permitted  for  shipment  by  air  or  in  quantities  greater 
Part  107.  than  allowed  by  air.  (Mode  4.) 

8144-X .  DOT-E  8144 .  Hercules.  Inc.,  Wilmington,  DE .  49  CFR  173.133 .  To  authorize  transport  of  10  percent  of  nitroglycerine  in  propylene 

glycol  as  "spirits  of  nitroglycerine"  in  packaging  authorized  in 
Section  173.133(a)(1).  (Mode  1.) 

8156-P .  DOT-E  8156 .  Cryogenic  Rare  Gas  Labs.,  Inc..  Newark,  49  CFR  173.121,  173.302(a)(4),  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  8156.  (Modes  1.  2.) 

NJ.  173.302(f),  173.304(a)(1). 

8365-P .  DOT-E  8365 .  Southeastern  Waste  Treatment.  Inc.,  49  CFR  173.1 19(a)(17),  173.245(a)(30),  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  8365.  (Mode  1.) 

Dalton,  GA  173.245(a)(31),  178.340-5(a),  178.340- 

7,  178.343-5. 

8401-X .  DOT-E  8401 .  ERA  Helicopters.  Inc.,  Anchorage.  AK .  49  CFR  175.3,  175.310(c)(3),  175.310(d)....  To  authorize  the  carriage  of  fuel  in  Canadian  5B  containers  loaded 

in  cargo  compartments  of  passenger-carrying  helicopters.  (Mode 
5.) 

8417-X . :...  DOT-E  8417 .  Sea  Containers  Atlantic  Ltd.,  Hamilton,  49  CFR  173.119,  173.221,  173.245,  To  authorize  shipment  of  various  flammable,  combustible,  corrosive. 

Bermuda.  173.346.  and  poison  B  liquids;  and  T-butyl  hydroperoxide,  class  as  an 

organic  peroxide  in  non-DOT  specification  IMCO  Type  1  portable 
tanks.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

6765-X .  DOT-E  8556 .  Air  Products  &  Chemicals.  Inc.,  Allen-  49  CFR  172.101,  173.315(a) .  To  authorize  use  of  non-DOT  specification  portable  tanks  for  ship- 

town,  PA.  ment  of  liquefied  hydrogen.  (Modes  1,  3.) 

8495-N .  DOT-E  8495 .  Walter  Kidde  &  Co.,  Inc  .  Belleville,  NJ .  49  CFR  173.304(a)(1),  175.3,  178.47 .  To  manufacture,  mark  and  sell  non-DOT  specification  spherical 

containers  similar  to  DOT  Specification  4DS  for  -  shipment  of 
bromotrifluoromethane  pressurized  with  nitrogen.  (Modes  1.  2,  4, 
5.) 

6519-N .  DOT-E  8519 .  Atlantic  Container  Line,  Ltd.,  Elizabeth,  49  CFR  176.905(L) .  To  authorize  stowage  of  motor  vehicles  containing  gasoline,  in  their 

NJ.  fuel  tanks,  classed  as  a  flammable  liquid  in  the  same  cargo 

compartment  with  other  hazardous  materials  on  specially  equipped 
roH-on/roll-off  cargo  vessels.  (Mode  3.) 

8522-N .  DOT-E  8522 .  Preferred  Plastics,  Inc..  Sterling,  VA .  49  CFR  178.150,  Part  173,  Subpart  F .  To  manufacture,  mark  and  sell  non-reusable  molded  expanded 

.  polystyrene  cases  similar  to  DOT  Specification  33A  except  they 

will  incorporate  6  cavities  to  contain  a  total  of  six  5  pint  bottles  for 
shipment  of  those  commodities  presently  authorized  in  DOT  Speci- 
fication  33A.  (Modes  1.  2,  3.) 

8534-N .  DOT-E  8534 .  Consolidated  Container  Corp  .  Minneapo-  49  CFR  173.28(0),  175.3,  178, 118-10(a)....  To  authorize  conversion  of  non-DOT  specification  tight  head  18 

lis,  MN  gauge  steel  55  gallon  drums  to  DOT  Specification  17H  except  for 

markings  for  shipment  of  all  commodities  authorized  in  a  DOT 
Specification  17H  drum.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4.) 

8538-N .  DOT-E  8538 .  Hercules.  Inc  ,  Cumberland,  MD .  49  CFR  173.62,  178.177 _  To  authorize  shipment  of  a  high  explosive  liquid  in  DOT  Specification 

15M  boxes  having  inside  2-gallon  polyethylene  bottles  wrapped  in 
plastic  bags  and  packed  in  sawdust  in  lieu  of  copper  containers 
and  rubber  boots.  (Mode  1.) 

8545-N .  DOT-E  8545 .  Hercules.  Inc.,  Cumberland,  MD .  49  CFR  173.62 .  To  authorize  shipment  of  a  high  explosive  liquid  in  a  DOT  Specifica¬ 

tion  15A  with  an  inside  DOT  Specification  37A  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  3  pounds  of  solution  in  a  polyethylene  bottle  secured  with 
sawdust  in  lieu  of  copper  containers  and  rubber  boots.  (Mode  1.) 

8553-N .  DOT-E  8553 .  Woodward,  Inc.,  Albuquerque.  NM .  49  CFR  172.101,  172.406,  172.504,  To  authorize  shipment  of  a  limited  number  of  packages  of  rxtrocar- 

173.114(a).  bonitrate.  after  December  31.  1980.  bearing  the  oxidizer  label. 

(Mode  1.) 


Denials 

8406-N .  Request  by  Sana  Air,  Incorporated,  Toms  River,  NJ  to  authorize  carriage  of  Class  A,  B  and  C  explosives  not  permitted  for  air  shipment  or  in  quantities  greater  than  those 

prescribed  for  air  shipment  denied  February  27,  1981. 

8456-P .  Request  by  Dehon  Services.  Bry  sur  Marne.  France  to  authorize  the  shipment  of  flammable  and  nonflammable  compressed  gases  in  non-DOT  specification  IMCO  Type  V 

portable  tanks  denied  February  3,  1981. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  March  25, 1981. 

J.  R.  Grothe, 

Chief  Exemptions  Branch,  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Regulation,  Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10028  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-60-M 


Grants  and  Denials  of  Applications  for 
Exemptions 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  D.O.T. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Grants  and  Denials  of 
Applications  for  Exemptions. 


summary:  In  accordance  with  the 


procedures  governing  the  application 
for,  and  the  processing  of,  exemptions 
from  the  Department  of  Transportation’s 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  (49 
CFR  Part  107,  Subpart  B),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  exemptions  granted 
in  January  1981.  The  modes  of 
transportation  involved  are  identified  by 
a  number  in  the  “Nature  of  Exemption 


Thereof’  portion  of  the  table  below  as 
follows:  1 — Motor  vehicle,  2 — Rail 
freight,  3 — Cargo  vessel,  4 — Cargo-only 
aircraft,  5 — Passenger-carrying  aircraft. 
Application  numbers  prefixed  by  the 
letters  EE  represent  applications  for 
Emergency  Exemptions. 
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Application 

No. 

Exemption  No. 

3330-P . 

DOT-E  3330 . 

4575-X . 

DOT-E  4575 . 

4575-X . 

DOT-E  4575 . 

DOT-E  4575 . 

4726-X . 

DOT-E  4726 . 

DOT-E  5456  . 

5493-X . 

DOT-E  5493 . 

6117-X . 

DOT-E  6117 . 

6293-X . 

DOT-E  6293 . 

6543-X . 

DOT-E  6543 . 

6554-X . 

DOT-E  6554 . 

6554-X . 

DOT-E  6554 . 

6726-X . 

DOT-E  6726 . 

7052-P . 

DOT-E  7052 . 

7052-P . 

DOT-E  7052 . 

7207-X . 

DOT-E  7207 . 

7259-X . 

DOT-E  7259 . 

7546-X . 

OOT-E  7546 . 

7767-X . 

DOT-E  7767 . 

7835-P . 

DOT-E  7835 . 

7840-X . 

DOT-E  7840 . 

7957-X . 

DOT-E  7957 . 

8000-P . 

DOT-E  8000 . 

8000-P . 

8094-X . 

DOT-E  8000 . 

DOT-E  8094 . 

8107-X . 

.  DOT-E  81 07 . 

8116-X . 

.  DOT-E  8116 . 

8125-P . 

.  DOT-E  8125 . 

8129-P . 

DOT-E  8129..  . 

821 7-P . 

DOT-E  8217 . 

8303-X . 

..  DOT-E  8303 . 

8352-P . 

„  DOT-E  8352 . 

8354-P . 

.  DOT-E  8354 . 

8355-X . 

..  DOT-E  8355 . 

8375-P . 

..  DOT-E  8375.... 

8467-P . 

..  DOT-E  8467  ... 

Renewal  and  Party  to  Exemptions 


Regulation(s)  affected 


49  CFR  173.214(d) . 

49  CFR  173.314(c),  173.315(a)(1).. 


Nature  of  exemption  thereof 


tion,  Oakland,  CA. 


49  CFR  173.314(c),  173.315(a)(1).. 
49  CFR  173.314(c).  173.315(a)(1).. 


49  CFR  173.245.. 


49  CFR  173.245,  173.247,  173.263, 
173.268,  173.269,  173.272,  173.349. 


49  CFR  172.504(a),  173.314(c).. 


49  CFR  172.504,  173.314(c)  . 


49  CFR  173.21(b),  1 73.245(a)(31  ).. 


49  CFR  173.135(a)(6),  173.136(a)(5), 
173.247,  173.304,  175.3. 


49  CFR  173.154,  173.217.. 


49  CFR  173.154,  173.217.. 


49  CFR  Part  173,  Subpart  D  and  F . 


Hazeltine  Corporation,  Braintree,  MA.. 


Laurel,  MD. 

Matheson  Gas  Products,  Lyndhurst,  NJ . 


49  CFR  172.101,  175.3 _ 

49  CFR  172.101,  175.3 . 

49  CFR  175.700(a),  175.75(a)(3).. 


49  CFR  172.101,  173.315(a)(1). 


49  CFR  176.76(g)(5). 


Hydraulic  Research  Textron,  Pacoima, 
CA. 


49  CFR  173.119,  173.302(a)(1), 

173.304(a),  173.305(a),  173.34(d), 

175.3. 

49  CFR  173.304(a)(1),  175.3,  178.47 . 


49  CFR  177.848,  Part  107  App.  B(1).. 
49  CFR  173.87,  175.3,  176.83 . . 


49  CFR  173.87,  175.3,  176.83.. 


Process  Engineering,  Incorporated,  Plais- 
tow,  NH. 


49  CFR  173.315(a)(1),  173.33(a), 

177.824(c)(4),  178.337. 

49  CFR  Part  173,  Subpart  D,  F  &  H . 


To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  3330.  (Modes  1,  2.) 

To  authorize  use  of  a  non-DOT  specification  cargo  tank  for  shipment 
of  certain  liquefied  compressed  gases.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

To  authorize  use  of  a  non-DOT  specification  cargo  tank  for  shipment 
of  certain  liquefied  compressed  gases.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

To  authorize  use  of  a  non-DOT  specification  cargo  tank  for  shipment 
of  certain  liquefied  compressed  gases.  (Modes  1.  2,  3.) 

To  authorize  the  transport  of  certain  liquid  metal  fluorides  in  cylin¬ 
ders  constructed  of  monel.  (Mode  1.) 

To  authorize  the  use  of  non-DOT  specification  glass  carboys  for 
shipment  of  certain  Poison  B  liquids,  liquid  corrosive  materials,  and 
oxidizers,  (modes  1,  2,  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  hydrogen  sulfide  in  DOT  Specification 
105A600W  lank  cars.  (Mode  2.) 

To  authorize  the  transport  of  hydrogen  sulfide  in  DOT  Specification 
105A600W  tank  car  tanks  or  proposed  DOT  Specification 
120A600W  tank  car  tanks.  (Mode  2.) 

.  To  authorize  shipment  of  specific  corrosive  material  in  DOT  Specifi¬ 
cation  MC-311or  MC-312  tank  motor  vehicles.  (Mode  1.) 

To  authorize  the  shipment  of  certain  corrosive  and  flammable  liquids 
or  gases  in  16  gauge,  304  stainless  steel  cylinders  and-or  14 
gauge,  316  stainless  steel  cylinders.  (Modes  1,  2,  4.) 

.  To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  dry  oxidizing  materials  in  single-trip, 
molded,  open-head,  polyethylene  containers  which  were  not  previ¬ 
ously  authorized  in  the  Hazardous  Material  Regulations.  (Modes  1, 
2,3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  dry  oxidizing  materials  in  single-trip, 
molded,  open-head,  polyethylene  containers  which  were  not  previ¬ 
ously  authorized  in  the  Hazardous  Material  Regulations.  (Modes  1, 
2,3.) 

.  To  manufacture,  mark  and  setl  non-DOT  specification  polyethylene 
containers  for  shipment  of  certain  corrosive  liquids,  flammable 
liquids  and  oxidizers.  (Modes  1,  2.) 

To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  7052.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4.) 

.  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  7052.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4.) 

.  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  7060.  (Mode  4.) 

.  To  authorize  shipment  of  cryogenic  liquid  ethylene  in  non-DOT 
specification  cargo  tanks.  (Mode  1.) 

,  To  authorize  the  use  of  DOT  Specification  56  aluminum  portable 
tanks  for  shipment  of  phosphorous  pentasulfide  by  cargo  vessel. 
(Mode  3.) 

To  authorize  the  use  of  a  heat  pipe  radiator  assembly  for  shipment 
of  certain  flammable  liquids  and  nonflammable  and  flammable 
compressed  gases.  (Modes  1,  3.) 

..  To  authorize  use  of  a  stainless  steel  other  than  that  prescribed  in 
the  regulations,  in  the  construction  of  a  cylinder  patterned  after 
the  DOT  Specification  4DS  cylinder  for  aircraft  use  only.  (Vlodes  1, 
2,  3.  4,  5.) 

..  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  7835.  (Mode  1.) 

..  To  authorize  the  transportation  of  a  Class  C  explosive  and  a 
nonflammable  compressed  gas  in  the  same  fiberboard  container. 
(Modes  1,  2,  3,  4.  5.) 

..  To  authorize  the  transportation  of  a  Class  C  explosive  and  a 
nonflammable  compressed  gas  in  the  same  fiberboard  container. 
(Modes  1,  2,  3,  4,  5.) 

To  authorize  the  use  of  aluminum  in  place  of  steel  to  manufacture  a 
cargo  tank  that  otherwise  complies  with  178.337.  (Mode  1.) 

..To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  8000.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 


dustries,  Paris,  France. 


49  CFR  Part  173,  Subpart  D,  F  8  H .  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  8000.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

49  CFR  173.245,  173.249,  173.263,  To  authorize  the  shipment  of  corrosives  in  a  DOT  Specification  56 
173.268,  173.272.  tank  where  a  DOT  Specification  60  tank  is  permitted  in  the 

regulations.  (Mode  1.) 

49  CFR  173.302(a).  173.303,  175.3 .  To  authorize  the  use  of  DOT  Specification  cylinders  8  certain 

cylinders  covered  by  exemption  to  ship  hydrogen  in  combination 
with  iron-titanium  alloy  contained  in  the  cylinders.  (Modes  1,  2,  3, 

4) 

49  CFR  Part  100-199 .  To  authorize  shipment  of  small  quantities  of  analytical  standards  in 

prescribed  packaging  essentially  without  regulation.  (Modes  1,  2, 
3,  4,  5.) 

49  CFR  173.123,  173.315 . .  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  8125.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

49  CFR  Part  173,  Subpart  E,  F  8  H .  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  8129.  (Modes  1.) 

.  49  CFR  Part  173,  Part  D,  F,  H,  J  8  K .  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  8217.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

49  CFR  172.101,  173.154 . To  authorize  the  shipment  of  a  flammable  solid  which  is  also 

poisonous  in  DOT  Specification  56  alumimum  portable  tanks. 
(Modes  1.) 

.  49  CFR  173.154 .  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  8352.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

49  CFR  173.123,  173.315 . To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  8354.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

.  49  CFR  173.123,  173.315 . To  authorize  the  use  of  non-DOT  specification  portable  tanks  for  the 

transportation  of  flammable  gases  and  a  flammable  liquid.  (Modes 
1.  2,  3.) 

49  CFR  173.119,  173.125,  173.245,  To  become  a  party  to  "Exemption  8375.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

173.247,  173.346,  173.347,  46  CFR 
90.05-35,  46  CFR  98.35-3. 

49  CFR  173.315 . To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  8467.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 
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New  Exemptions 


Application  Exemption  No 


.  Regulation(s)  affected 


Nature  of  exemption  thereof 


8413-N .  DOT-E  8413.. 


8435-N .  DOT-E  8435.. 


8451 -N .  DOT-E  8451. 


Williams  Research  Corporation,  Walled 
Lake.  Ml. 


Ml  Engineering,  Limited,  Bradford.  Eng¬ 
land. 


U  S.  Department  of  Energy,  Washington, 

DC. 


49  CFR  172.101,  173.102,  173.114, 
173.302(a)(1),  173.87,  175.3,  178.42. 


49  CFR  173.245,  173.280.. 


49  CFR  173.65,  173  86(e),  175.3. 


8467-N .  DOT-E  8467.. 

8473-N .  DOT-E  8473.. 


ANF  Industrie,  Paris,  France . 


Degussa,  Frankfurt,  Germany.. 


8480-N .  DOT-E  8480....:.....  Gillette  Company,  Boston,  MA .  49  CFR  173.24(a)(1) . ....... 

8489-N .  DOT-E  8489 .  FMC  Corporation.  Philadelphia.  PA .  49  CFR  173.154,  173.245b. 


8494-N .  DOT-E  8494 .  Fruehauf  Corporation,  Omaha.  NE .  49  CFR  1 78.342-6(a) . 


8498-N .  DOT-E  8498 .  Hunter  Drums  Limited.  Burlington,  Ontario..  49  CFR  Part  173,  Subpart  F,  178.19. 


8504-N .  DOT-E  8504.. 


49  CFR  1 73.31 5(a)(c)(1) . 


Mississippi  Tank  Company,  Hattiesburg, 
MS. 


8509-N .  DOT-E  8509 .  Dow  Chemical  Company,  Midland,  Ml .  49  CFR  173.263(a)(9),  179.201-1 . 


8517-N .  DOT-E  8517.. 


8518-N .  DOT-E  8518.. 


Sohio  Alaska  Petroleum  Company,  An¬ 
chorage,  AK. 

Pacific  Tank  and  Manufacturing,  Long 
Beach,  CA. 


49  CFR  173.304(a).  173.34(d),  175.3.. 


49  CFR  173.1 19(a)(17), 

1 73.245(a)(30)(3 1 ),  178.340-7, 

178.342-5.  178.343-5. 


8528-N .  DOT-E  8528 .  Beech  Aircraft  Corporation,  Boulder,  CO..._  49  CFR  173.304(a). 


To  authorize  shipment  of  a  small  starter  cartridge  and  oxygen 
cylinder  with  electric  squib  assembly  affixed  on  an  internal  com¬ 
bustion  engine  in  non-DOT  specification  packaging  (Modes  1,  2. 
4> 

To  authorize  shipment  of  phenyl  methyldichlorosilane  and  phenyl 
trichlorosilane,  classed  as  corrosive  liquids,  in  non-DOT  specifica¬ 
tion  IMCO  Type  I  portable  tanks.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  small  quantities,  less  than  25  grams,  of 
certain  Class  C  explosives,  and  pryotechnics  in  4  or  6  inch 
diameter  pipes  overpacked  in  cushioned  DOT  specification  12H 
fiberboard  box.  strong  wooden  or  metal  box,  or  a  metal  drum. 
(Modes  1.  2.  4.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  sulfur  dioxide  in  a  non-DOT  specification 
IMCO  Type  5  portable  tank.  (Modes  1,  2.  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  ot  acrolein  in  non-DOT  specification  IMCO 
Type  5  portable  tanks.  (Modes  1,  2,  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  isobutane  in  a  specially  designed  device  to 
be  classed  as  a  flammable  gas.  (Modes  1,  2.  3.) 

To  authorize  the  shipment  of  certain  oxidizers  and  a  corrosive 
material  in  collapsible  polyethylene-fcned,  woven  polypropylene 
bags  having  a  capacity  of  approximately  2200  pounds  each. 
(Modes  1.  3.) 

To  manufacture,  mark  and  sell  DOT  Specification  MC-307-AL  cargo 
tanks  equipped  with  sight  glass  gauges  for  shipment  of  various 
flammable  liquids  such  as  casing  head  gasoline  and  pertr oleum 
crude  oil.  (Mode  1.) 

To  manufacture,  mark  and  sell  non-DOT  specification  55  gallon  tight 
head  polyethylene  drums  for  shipment  of  certain  corrosive  liquids, 
flammable  liquids,  poison  B  liquids,  liquid  organic  peroxides  and 
hydrogen  peroxide  solutions.  (Modes  1.  2.  3.) 

.  To 'manufacture,  mark  and  sell  DOT  Specification  MC-331  cargo 
tanks  for  shipment  of  ethane-propane  mixtures,  prepared  and 
offered  for  transportation  in  accordance  with  notice  No.  79-3, 
Docket  HM-115.  (Mode  1) 

.  To  authorize  use  of  a  safety  relief  value  in  lieu  of  a  safety  vent  on 
DOT  specification  111A100W5  tank  car  tanks  for  shipment  of 
hydrochloric  acid.  (Mode  2.) 

.  To  authorize  shipment  of  a  compressed  gas,  n.o.s.  contained  in  a 
non-DOT  specification  oil  wen  sampling  device.  (Modes  1.  4.) 

To  manufacture,  mark,  and  sell  non-DOT  Specification  cargo  tanks 
complying  generally  with  DOT  Specification  MC-307/312  except 
for  bottom  outlet  value  variations  for  transport  of  flammable  or 
corrosive  waste  liquids  or  semi-solids.  (Mode  1.) 

.  To  authorize  shipment  of  liquefied  natural  gas  in  DOT  Specification 
4L  cylinders.  (Mode  1.) 


Emergency  Exemptions 

• 

Application 

No. 

Exemption  No. 

Applicant 

Regulation(s)  affected 

Nature  of  exemption  thereof 

EE  5196-X.... 

.  DOT-E  5196 . 

.  Atlantic  Richfield  Company,  Philadelphia. 
PA. 

49  CFR  172.101,  173.315(a)(1) _ 

,.  To  authorize  use  ot  a  non-DOT  specification  cargo  tank  for  shipment 
of  a  flammable  gas.  (Mode  1.) 

EE  8558-N.  .. 

.  DOT-E  6558 . 

.  International  Minerals  and  Chemical  Cor¬ 
poration,  Des  Plaines,  IL. 

49  CFR  173.53., . 

..  To  authorize  the  transport  of  a  pharmaceutical  described  as  an 
initiating  explosive  in  a  non-DOT  specification  polyethylene  pail, 
overpacked  in  a  15  gallon  DOT  Specification  37A  steel  drum. 
(Mode  1.) 

EE  8559-N.... 

— 

.  DOT-E  8559 . 

.  Triangle  Resources  Industries,  Laurel. 
MD 

49  CFR  173.154 . 

..  To  authorize  the  transport  of  2.  4-Dinitrophenol  wet  with  at  least  30 
percent  water  in  DOT  Specification  6J  drum.  (Mode  1.) 

Regulation(s)  affected 


Nature  of  exemption  thereof 


6554-X .  GPS  Industries,  City  of  Industry.  CA..... .  49CFR  173.154,  173.217.. 


8399-N .  Chemtech  Industries.  Incorporated,  St.  49  CFR  173.264  .. 

Louis,  MO. 


To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  dry  oxidizing  materials  in  singie-thp. 
molded,  open-head,  polyethylene  containers  which  were  not  previously 
authorized  in  the  Hazardous  Material  Regulations.  (Modes  1.  2.  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  ot  hydrofluoric  acid,  70%  strength  m  containers 
comparabele  to  DOT  Specification  6D  with  a  2SL  liner  except  for 
markings. 


Denials  > 

7973-N .  Request  by  Provost  Cartage.  Incorporated,  Quebec,  Canada  to  authorize  use  of  U.N.  placards  on  tank  moter  vehicles  transporting  hazardous  materials  denied  January  26,  1981. 

8508-N .  Request  by  Standard  Corporation.  Allentown,  PA  to  authorize  use  of  a  6  compartment  polystyrene  case  for  shipment  of  those  hazardous  materials  presently  authorized  in  a  DOT 

specification  33 A  not  to  exceed  6  five  pint  bottles  per  case  denied  January  19,  1981. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  March  25, 1981. 

J.  R.  Grothe, 

Chief  Exemptions  Branch,  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Regulation,  Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10029  Filed  4-3-81;  B:45iim| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
[T.D.  81-70] 

Customhouse  Broker’s  License— Stay 
of  Revocation;  Stay  of  Revocation  of 
Customhouse  Broker’s  License  3605 

Pursuant  to  order  of  the  Court  in 
James  A.  Barnhart  v.  United  States 
Treasury  Department,  United  States 
Court  of  International  Trade,  No.  81-3- 
00328,  and  section  641,  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1641(b)), 
and  Part  111  of  the  Customs  Regulations, 
as  amended  (19  CFR  111.75,  .77),  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  revocation  of 
customhouse  broker’s  license  No.  3605 
of  James  A.  Barnhart,  Los  Angeles, 
California,  is  stayed. 

Dated:  April  1, 1981. 

William  T.  Archey, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10293  Filed  4-3-81:  8:45  am| 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 

List  of  Countries  Requiring 
Cooperation  With  an  International 
Boycott 

In  order  to  comply  with  the  mandate 
of  section  999(a)(3)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954,  the  Department 
of  the  Treasury  is  publishing  a  current 
list  of  countries  which  may  require 
participation  in,  or  cooperation  with,  an 
international  boycott  (within  the 
meaning  of  section  999(b)(3)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954).  The  list 
is  the  same  as  the  prior  quarterly  list 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

On  the  basis  of  the  best  information 
currently  available  to  the  Department  of 
the  Treasury,  the  following  countries 
may  require  participation  in,  or 
cooperation  with,  an  international 


boycott  (within  the  meaning  of  section 
999(b)(3)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954). 

Bahrain 

Iraq 

Jordan 

Kuwait 

Lebanon 

Libya 

Oman 

Oatar 

Saudi  Arabia 
Syria 

United  Arab  Emirates 
Yemen,  Arab  Republic 
Yemen,  Peoples  Democratic  Republic  of 

John  E.  Chapoton, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Tax  Policy. 

March  31, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-10281  Filed  4-3-81;  8:45  am| 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  of  meetings  published 
under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine 
Act"  (Pub.  L  94-409)  5  U.S.C. 

552b(e)(3). 
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1 

NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION. 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 

April  9, 1981. 

PLACE:  Seventh  Floor  Board  Room,  1776 
G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Review  of  Central  Liquidity  Facility 
Lending  Rate. 

2.  Central  Liquidity  Facility  FY  1981 
Second  Quarter  Dividend. 

3.  DIDC  proposal  to  remove  12%  ceiling  on 
small  saver  certificate  and  to  deregulate 
deposits  by  maturity. 

4.  Proposed  bankrupticy  exception  to  the 
early  withdrawal  penalty. 

5.  Release  of  Consumer  Examination 
Reports. 

6.  Statement  of  Interpretation  and  Policy: 
State  Chartered  Federally  Insured  Credit 
Unions  as  Most  Favored  Lenders. 

7.  Final  Rule:  Sections  701.13  and  741.7, 
Financial  and  Statistical  and  other  Reports. 

8.  Proposed  policy  guidelines  regarding 
"exclusion  clauses”  in  FCU  charters. 

9.  Report  of  actions  taken  under 
delegations  of  authority. 

10.  Applications  for  charters,  amendments 
to  charters,  bylaw  amendments,  mergers  as 
may  be  pending  at  that  time. 

RECESS:  10:30  a.m. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10:45  a.m,  Thursday, 
April  9, 1981. 

PLACE:  Seventh  floor  board  room,  1776  G 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Report  of  mergers  approved  under 
delegated  authority.  Closed  pursuant  to 
exemptions  (8)  and  (9)(A)(ii). 

2.  Administrative  Adjudication.  Closed 
pursuant  to  exemptions  (8),  (9)(A)(ii)  and  (10). 

3.  Administrative  Action  under  Sections 
120  and  207  of  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act. 
Closed  pursuant  to  exemptions  (8)  and  (A)(ii). 

4.  Request  for  a  continuance  and 
amendment  of  an  administrative  action  under 


Sections  120  and  207  of  the  Federal  Credit 
Union  Act.  Closed  pursuant  to  exemptions  (8) 
and  (9)(A)(ii). 

5.  Requests  from  Federally  insured  credit 
unions  for  special  assistance  under  Section 
208  of  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act.  Closed 
pursuant  to  exemptions  (8)  and  (9)(A)(ii) 

6.  Budget  Amendment — Regional  Office 
Space.  Closed  pursuant  to  exemption  (2). 

7.  Recommendation  from  Executive 
Resources  Board  regarding  allocations  of  SES 
Resources.  Closed  pursuant  to  exemption  (2). 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Joan 
O’Neill,  Program  Assistant,  telephone 
(202)  357-1100. 

[S-538-81  Filed  4-2-81;  8:59  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7535-01-M 


2 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 
DATE:  Thursday,  April  2  (revised): 
Wednesday,  April  8:  and  Thursday, 
April’s. 

place:  Commissioners’  Conference 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

status:  Open/closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Thursday, 
April  2  (revised): 

3  p.m.:  1.  Affirmation/Discussion  Session 
(public  meeting) 

Affirmation  and/or  Discussion  and  Vote: 

a.  Indemnification  of  Two  Licensees 
Storing  Spent  Fuel  at  Non-Reactor 
Facilities 

b.  To  secure  Commission  Approval  of 
Conflict  of  Interest  Exemption  for  Dr. 
Moeller,  ACRS  Member 

c.  Commission  Response  to  Holt  FOIA 
Appeal  (81-A-lC) 

Wednesday,  April  8: 

2  p.m.: 

1.  Discussion  of  Management-Organization  & 

Internal  Personnel  Matters 
(approximately  Vt  hour,  (closed  meeting) 

2.  Discussion  of  Resumption  of  Operations  at 

Indian  Point  2  (public  meeting) 
(tentative)  (alternate  meeting: 
continuation  of  PPPG) 

Thursday,  April  9: 

3  p.m.:  1.  Affirmation/Discussion  Session 

(public  meeting) 

Affirmation  and/or  Discussion  and  Vote: 
a.  Petition  for  Rulemaking  Filed  by  the 
Citizens  Advisory  Board  Requesting 
Amendments  to  10  CFR  Part  2 

ADDITIONAL  INFORMATION:  By  a  vote  of 
4-0  on  March  31, 1981,  the  Commission 
determined  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
552b(e)(l)  and  §  9.107(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  that  Commission 


business  required  that  Discussion  of 
Diablo  Canyon  Order,  held  that  day,  be 
held  on  less  than  one  week’s  notice  to 
the  public. 

AUTOMATIC  TELEPHONE  ANSWERING 
SERVICE  FOR  SCHEDULE  UPDATE:  (202) 
634-1498.  Those  Planning  to  attend  a 
meeting  should  reverify  the  status  on  the 
day  of  the  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Walter  Magee.  (202)  634- 
1410. 

Dated:  April  1, 1981. 

Walter  Magee, 

Office  of  the  Secretary. 

IS-540-81  Filed  4-2-8  V.  2:12  p.m.| 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 
DATE:  Monday,  April  6  and  Tuesday, 
April  7, 1981.  '  . 

place:  Commissioners'  Conference 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

status:  Open.  Monday.  April  6: 

2  p.m.:  Discussion  of  Revised  Licensing 
Procedures  (public  meeting) 

Tuesday,  April  7: 

2  p.m.:  Briefing  on  Emergency  Planning  for 
Fuel  Cycle  and  Major  Material  Licenses 
(public  meeting) 

AUTOMATIC  TELEPHONE  ANSWERING 
SERVICE  FOR  SCHEDULE  UPDATE:  (202) 
634-1498.  Those  planning  to  attend  a 
meeting  should  reverify  the  status  on  the 
day  of  the  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Walter  Magee  (202)  634- 
1410. 

Dated:  March  30, 1981. 

Walter  Magee, 

Office  of  the  Secretary. 

(S-541-81  Filed  4-2-81:  2:12  pm| 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  46  FR  18880. 
March  26,  9181. 

STATUS:  Closed  meeting. 

PLACE:  Room  824,  500  North  Capitol 
Street.  Washington,  D.C. 

DATE  PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED:  Tuesday, 
March  24. 1981. 


vTTFrr 
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CHANGES  in  THE  meeting:  Rescheduling/ 
additional  items: 

Closed  items  scheduled  for  Thursday,  April  2, 
1981,  following  the  2:30  p.m.  open  meeting 
have  been  rescheduled  for  Friday,  April  3, 
1981  at  2:30  p.m. 

Opinion. 

Regulatory  matter  bearing  enforcement 
implication. 

The  following  items  will  be 
considered  at  a  closed  meeting 


scheduled  for  Thursday,  April  2, 1981, 
following  the  2:30  p.m.  open  meeting: 

Amendment  to  injunctive  action. 

Regulatory  matter  bearing  enforcement 
implication. 

Acting  Chairman  Loomis  and 
Commissioners  Evans  and  Thomas 
determined  that  Commission  business 
required  the  above  changes  and  that  no 
earlier  notice  thereof  was  possible. 


At  times  changes  in  commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  Paul 
Lowenstein  at  (202)  272-2092. 

April  1, 1981. 

(S-539-81  Filed  4-2-81;  10:54  A.M.| 
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